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LVTHSB.^ 

In  every  great  movement  affecting  the  destinies  of  mankind^ 
and  in  which  men  are  the  actors,  there  are  two  elements  quite 
distinct  in  their  nature,  although  inseparable  in  their  operation  : 
the  actuating  and  controlling  mind,  and  the  instruments  by 
which  its  designs  are  accompHshed.  God  and  man  are  the  two 
great  agents  in  history,  the  former  working  in  secret  as  to  his 
immediate  influence  and  ultimate  intentions,  and  therefore  liable 
to  be  overlooked  and  undervalued;  the  latter  occupying  the 
most  conspicuous  place  in  the  eyes  of  mortals,  and  on  this  account 
apt  to  receive  more  credit  for  wisdom  and  more  honour  than 
properly  fall  to  his  share.  Those  who  are  the  spectators  of  this 
drama  of  Ufe  in  which  the  Invisible  prompts  and  regulates  the 
scenes,  form  notions  of  what  is  going  on  more  or  less  correct  as 
they  are  more,  or  less  spiritual  and  religious  in  their  mental 
habits;  the  pious  recognizing  the  divine  hand,  which,  though 
unseen,  is  really  present  everywhere ;  the  thoughtless  and  vain 
only  beholding  the  minor  agents  and  giving  to  them  their  un- 
reasoning applause. 

«  The  Life  of  Martin  Luther,  By  Henry  Worsley,  M.A.,  Rector  of  Easton,  Suf- 
folk ;  late  Michel  Scholar  of  Queen's  College,  Oxford.  In  Two  Volumes.  London : 
Bell  and  Daldy.    1856.    Syo,  pp.  840. 

T%e  Table  Talk  qf  Martin  Luther.  Translated  and  Edited  hy  WUliam  HazUtt, 
Esq.  New  Edition,  to  which  is  added  the  Life  of  Martin  Luther,  by  Alexander  Chal- 
mers.  With  additions  from  Michdet  and  Audin.  London:  H.  G.  Bohn.  1857. 
12mo»  pp.  492. 
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In  only  one  great  historical  movement  do  we  find  the  divine 
element  overshadowing  the  human^  so  as  to  shine  with  its  own 
efltdgence,  and  that  is  in  the  combined  operations  of  our  Lord 
and  Saviour  and  His  disciples  in  the  founding  and  early  exten- 
sion of  the  Christian  Church.  It  is  remarkable  how,  in  the 
first  and  most  important  scenes  in  the  evangelical  history,  Christ 
occupies  almost  the  whole  field  of  vision,  and  how  the  inferior 
actors  retire  to  an  humble  distance ;  or,  in  other  words,  how 
the  light  surrounding  our  Lord^s  person  and  work  seizes  the 
attention  and  turns  it  from  the  disciples  and  ministers  who  are 
yet  his  active  instruments  in  forwarding  his  designs  of  love  and 
mercy.  There  are  indeed  a  few  indications  of  this  reverence  for 
the  '^  Author  and  Finisher  of  the  Faith ''  ignobly  leaving  that 
object  for  inferior  ones,  as  when  the  Corinthians  became  parti- 
zans,  and  said,  "I  am  of  Paul,  and  I  of  Apollos,  and  I  of  Cephas, 
and  I  of  Christ ;''  but  such  instances  are  of  rare  occurrence. 
The  rule,  in  relation  to  the  early  Church  is,  that  Jesus  Christ 
was  magnified  as  all  in  all,  and  his  apostles  only  as  his  ministers 
who  did  his  pleasure.  Thus  in  the  documents  which  are  the 
records  of  Christianity,  we  find  four  exquisite  characters  of  our 
Lord  drawn  by  four  different  pens,  but  we  look  in  vain  for  any 
designed  exhibition  of  the  excellences  of  Peter,  James  and  John. 
This  peculiarity  arose  from  the  fact  that  in  the  case  of  our  Lord's 
contemporaries,  the  most  Useful  men,  and  the  most  endowed 
with  gifts,  had  "no  glory  by  reason  of  the  glory  which  excelled,^' 
and  cast  them  into  the  shade.  Paul  was  fervent  in  his  labours, 
and  John  was  loving  in  his  spirit,  but  Jesus  when  recognized  as 
divine,  had  qualities  which  far  surpassed  theirs.  How  could  the 
moon  and  the  stars  attract  notice,  when  the  Sun  of  Righteous- 
ness was  above  the  horizon,  and  shining  with  meridian  splen- 
dour? 

But  soon  that  Sun  lost  its  brightest  beams  in  the  thoughts 
and  remembrances  of  men,  and,  as  years  rolled  on,  the  lesser 
lights  in  the  intellectual  firmament  began  to  twinkle,  then  to 
attract  more  and  more  regard,  and  at  last  were  invested  by  the 
frail  minds  of  the  beholders  with  a  splendour  which  living  apos- 
tles and  evangelists  never  seemed  to  have.  We  do  not  blame 
human  nature  for  this  : — ^the  process  was  natural,  and  the  result 
inevitable.  Those  who  had  never  seen  the  Lord  in  the  flesh  could 
not  think  of  Him  as  those  who  had  been  blessed  with  that  vision; 
and  generations  removed  by  centuries  from  the  actual  times  of  the 
Theophany,  could  never  be  so  engrossed  by  the  "  Apostle  and 
High  Priest  of  their  profession,"  as  those  who  lived  in  them. 
This  receding  of  the  living  Christ,  and  this  coming  into  greater 
prominence  of  the  subordinate  agents  in  the  establishment  of  his 
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kingdom  were  closely  connected  as  cause  and  eiBTect ;  and  the 
result  is  only  to  be  deprecated  and  mourned  over  when  found  in 
excess.  If  we  cannot  see  our  Lord  with  our  bodily  eyes  we  are 
the  more  disposed  to  fix  our  gaze  upon  those  whom  he  employs, 
and,  in  a  certain  measure  and  degree,  we  are  called  upon  to 
give  them  our  love  and  reverence  while  yet  we  "  glorify  God  in 
them.'^ 

These  observations  will  form  the  text  of  much  that  we  pur- 
pose to  say  regarding  Luther,  whom  we  look  upon  as  an  in- 
strument employed  by  Christ  himself; — the  scourge  of  small 
thongs  used  by  Him  to  drive  from  His  temple  them  that  bought 
and  sold  therein,  and  who  made  the  house  of  prayer  a  den  of 
thieves.  We  feel  that  it  becomes  us  to  speak  with  reverence  of 
the  purposes  of  an  Infinite  Mind,  of  which  we  can  know  but 
little  except  so  far  as  it  is  pleased  to  reveal  itself  to  us ;  and  we 
are  well  aware  that  much  that  is  presumptuous  and  unfoimded 
is  often  talked  and  written  respecting  God  and  Divine  Provi- 
dence as  favouring  or  discouraging  the  actions  of  men.  But  as 
we  are  the  subjects  of  a  moral  government  with  well-defined  laws 
and  a  long  series  of  undoubted  precedents,  we  may  humbly  in- 
fer that  some  events  more  than  others  are  intended  to  be  viewed 
by  us  as  specially  brought  about  for  the  welfare  of  the  Church 
and  the  glory  of  God.  Such  an  event  was  the  life  of  Luther, 
in  its  early  training  and  its  entire  devotedness  to  one  object ;  so 
that  if,  in  any  case  not  commended  to  us  by  miraculous  inter- 
vention, or  marked  out  by  the  express  finger  of  God,  we  can 
think  of  a  man  raised  up  to  do  a  great  work  in  the  world,  we 
may  safely  do  so  of  the  celebrated  German  Reformer. 

Even  if  there  were  a  tendency  in  any  age  to  undervalue 
Luther,  or  to  place  him  in  a  lower  niche  than  he  has  hitherto 
occupied  in  the  pantheon  of  the  Churches  worthies,  the  extreme 
and  even  romantic  interest  of  his  life  would  in  a  great  degree 
render  the  attempt  futile.  From  early  childhood  we  have  read 
the  history  of  Luther,  and  were  captivated  at  the  first  stage  by 
the  account  of  his  retired  exile  in  the  Wartburg,  his  imagined 
conflict  with  the  devil  and  his  angels  in  its  gloomy  recesses,  and 
the  victories  he  obtained  over  a  present  bodily  Apollyon  by 
"  the  sword  of  the  Spirit,  which  is  the  Word  of  God/'  As  in- 
tellect became  more  developed,  we  were  attracted  by  the  moral 
energy  of  the  man,  who  would  go  to  Worms,  although  it  was 
doubtful  whether  he  would  be  aUowed  to  leave  it  alive.  What 
heroism  appeared  in  him  when,  finding  his  enemies  active  at 
Weimar,  being  asked  by  the  herald  who  was  leading  him  to  the 
Diet,  "  Well,  Doctor,  will  you  go  on  V  he  said,  *'  Yes,  though 
they  should  kindle  a  fire  between  Wittenberg  and  Worms  to 

B  2 


4  Luther.  [April, 

reach  to  heaven,  I  will  go  on ;  I  will  confess  Christ  in  Behe- 
moth^s  mouth  between  his  great  teeth  V  Or  in  his  reply  to  his 
cautious  friends  as  he  drew  nearer  to  the  city :  "  I  am  resolved 
and  fixed  to  enter  Worms  in  the  name  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ, 
although  as  many  devils  should  set  at  me  as  there  are  tiles  on 
the  housetops  \"  And  then,  after  these  expressions  of  courage, 
how  grand  appeared  the  august  assembly  with  the  Emperor 
Charles  V.  at  its  head ;  yet  not  so  grand  in  reality  as  the  poor 
monk  on  whom  all  eyes  were  fixed,  and  whose  blood  many  were 
longing  to  spill!  This  Diet  of  Worms,  as  it  appeared  to 
Luther  at  his  first  interview,  has  been  described  often  by  his- 
torians and  depicted  by  painters,  yet  it  will  bear  another  recital 
as  it  appears  in  the  pages  of  Mr.  Worsley. 

"  The  doors  of  the  room  were  thrown  open,  and  Luther  was  ushered 
into  the  presence  of  the  full  array  of  the  assembled  wisdom  and  grandeur 
of  the  empire.  The  emperor  had  the  three  ecclesiastical  electors  on  the 
right  of  his  throne,  the  three  secular  electors  on  the  left ;  at  his  feet  on 
either  side  the  two  nuncios ;  his  brother  Ferdinand  sat  on  a  chair  of  state, 
a  step  below  the  throne.  The  sun  verging  to  its  setting,  was  streaming 
full  on  the  scene  of  worldly  magnificence,  so  strangely  varied  by  every 
colour  and  form  of  dress.  The  Spanish  cloak  of  yellow  silk,  the  velvet 
and  ermine  of  the  electors,  the  red  robes  of  cardinals,  the  violet  robes  of 
bishops,  the  plain  sombre  garb  of  the  deputies  of  towns  and  jurists,  and 
the  monk's  shorn  head  were  encircled  by  the  dark  flushing  line  of  the 
mailed  chivalry  of  Germany.  A  profound  stillness  marked  the  universal 
interest  and  anxiety  which  was  interrupted  for  a  moment  as  Luther  entered 
by  many  of  the  Germans  rising  from  their  seats ;  a  movement  of  homage 
rather  than  of  curiosity  which  even  the  presence  of  the  emperor  failed  to 
restrain,  and  then  the  silence  was  as  unbroken  as  before. 

"  Luther  seemed  at  first  bewildered ;  on  observing  which,  some  of  the 
nobles  near  him  whispered,  *  Fear  not  them  which  kill  the  body,  but  are 
not  able  to  kill  the  soul ;'  *  when  you  are  called  before  governors  and 
kings  do  not  premeditate,  for  I  will  give  you  a  mouth  and  wisdom,'  etc. 
*  Only  speak,'  said  Pappenheim,  *  in  answer  to  the  questions  put  to  you.' 
The  guards  moved  on,  clearing  a  way,  and  presently  Luther  stood  imme- . 
diately  in  front  of  the  throne  of  Charles  V. 

"  Those  assembled  in  the  hall  included  the  emperor,  the  sovereign  of 
half  Europe,  besides  illimitable  territories  across  the  Atlantic ;  his  brother 
the  Archduke  Ferdinand,  who  had  been  placed  over  the  Hve  Austrian 
Duchies,  and  was  subsequently  King  of  the  Romans,  and,  finally,  wielded 
the  sceptre  of  the  empire ;  six  electors,  each  a  sovereign  prince ;  twenty- 
seven  dukes,  ten  landgraves,  seven  margraves,  twenty-one  archbishops 
and  bishops,  besides  abbots ;  deputies  of  ten  free  cities  ;  princes,  counts, 
barons ;  eight  ambassadors,  amongst  them  the  representatives  of  England 
and  France,  and  the  two  nuncios  of  his  holiness ;  in  all,  more  than  two 
hundred  personages  of  the  highest  rank  in  Germany  or  Spain.  And  in 
the  midst  of  this  assembled  group  of  earthly  potentates,   there  stood  a 
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man  worn  out  witfi  toil  and  study,  and  feeble  with  recent  sickness,  in  his 
monk's  frock,  on  whom  every  eye  was  bent  from  Charles  to  his  guards, 
who  was  then  arraigned  because  he  had  dared  to  remind  mankind  of  the 
supreme  authority  of  God's  Word." — vol.  i.,  pp.  332-3. 

But  these  exciting  scenes,  and  this  extraordinary  courage  in 
a  man  apparently  so  defenceless  as  Luther;  form  only  the  human 
materials  which  make  his  life  read  so  enchantingly,  and  after 
three  centuries  of  wear  and  tear  still  invest  it  with  the  pomp  of 
romance.  It  is  when  the  matured  intellect  grasps  the  moral 
and  religious  questions  which  group  themselves  around  the  life 
of  Luther,  tl^at  we  recognize  his  mission  as  only  less  than  divine 
because  it  wants  the  outward  and  tangible  guarantee  which 
prophets  and  apostles  possessed.  We  then  meditate  on  what 
preceded  the  career  of  the  Reformer  in  the  dominance  of  an 
ecclesiastical  power  which  ruled  the  nations  with  a  rod  of  iron ; 
and  in  proportion  to  our  vivid  conception  of  that  hard  intoler- 
ance is  our  admiration  of  the  instrument  destined  to  set  them 
free.  Even  if,  as  we  confess  we  do,  we  join  our  Christian  in- 
terests with  a  remote  antiquity,  and  consider  the  diflferent  phases 
of  the  Church  of  Eome  as  a  series  of  links  of  a  chain  reaching 
up  to  our  Lord  and  his  apostles,  and  destined  to  extend  onward 
through  all  time : — even  then  we  discover  a  baseness  of  corrup- 
tion which  demanded  that  Providence  should  interfere  to  cleanse 
it,  and  which  excites  our  wonder  at  the  Divine  forbearance 
which  did  not  sweep  away  the  whole  framework  of  the  Church 
with  the  whirlwind  of  its  wrath.  The  rascally  cupidity  of 
Tetzel  seems  too  bad  to  be  true,  but  when  we  remember  that  the 
narrative  of  his  religious  cheating  is  indubitable,  and  that  the 
age  submitted  to  it,  we  need  that  fact  alone  to  convey  to  our 
minds  some  eflScient  idea  of  the  depths  of  degradation  to  which 
the  Church  had  sunk,  and  from  which  God  was  about  to  raise 
her.  Let  our  readers  renew  their  acquaintance  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  varlet  and  his  dupes,  and  they  will  coincide 
with  us  in  the  strong  censure  we  have  pronoimced  on  the  age 
which  could  tolerate  lum : — 

"  The  theatrical  colouring  which  Tetzel  was  careful  to  throw  over  his 
proceedings  was  well  adapted  to  influence  the  populace.  He  and  his 
party,  consisting  of  Friar  Bartholomew  and  two  secretaries,  were  generally 
received  at  the  gates  of  a  town  by  the  council  and  the  clergy  in  their  robes ; 
monks,  nuns,  choristers,  and  the  scholars  of  the  principal  schools,  and 
with  lighted  candles,  floating  banners,  and  amidst  the  ringing  of  bells, 
mingling  with  the  notes  of  music,  conducted  to  the  Church  or  Cathedral. 
The  Pope's  brief  was  borne  in  state  before  him,  and  he  carried  in^his 
hand  the  red  cross.  On  entering  the  Church  the  tall  red  cross,  sur- 
mounted with  the  Pope's  arms,  was  set  up  at  the  high  altar ;  the  money 
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counter  was  placed  beneatbi  it ;  and  the  papal  brief  on  its  veWet  cosbion 
was  placed  in  fnll  view.  Then  Tetzel  in  the  garb  of  the  Dominicans, 
mounted  the  pulpit,  and  with  stentorian  yoice  harangued  the  multitude  on 
the  infallibilities  of  the  Pope  and  the  efficacy  of  his  pardons.  The  indul- 
gence, he  stated,  was  the  very  grace  of  Jesus  Christ ;  and  he  himself,  as 
the  dispenser  of  such  a  blessing,  was  not  to  be  compared  with  St.  Peter, 
for  he  had  saved  many  more  souls  than  the  apostle.  At  the  close  of  the 
oration,  Brother  Bartholomew  shouted,  'Come  and  buy,  come  and  buy.*  " 
— Worsley,  vol.  i.,  pp.  81-2. 

This  WBB  superstition,  and  it  m^ht  have  been  associated 
with  honesty,  and  in  that  ease  its  reign  might  have  lasted  much 
longer.  But  when  truth  leaves  the  human  heart,  vice  and 
knavery  will  soon  creep  into  it,  and  in  this  way  God  has  pro- 
vided a  remedy  for  ecclesiastical  as  well  as  other  corruptions. 
Tetzel  was  not  honest,  but  was  ''  a  thief  and  had  the  bag,  and 
bare  that  which  was  put  therein.*' 

'<  The  penitents  knelt  at  confessionals  suspended  (P)  with  the  papal 
arms ;  they  mumbled  over  their  confessions  and  passed  to  the  fdtar ; 
dropped  the  stipulated  sum  into  the  money-box,  and  received  in  return  a 
sealed  letter  of  pardon.  But  after  his  traffic  in  any  place  had  been  con- 
cluded, Tetzel  commonly  sat  down  with  his  associates  to  a  merry  drink- 
ing bout ;  played  at  dice,  staking  sometimes,  it  was  said,  the  salvation 
of  souls  on  the  cast ;  and  jested  at  the  credulity  of  the  poor  fools  whom 
he  had  tricked  of  their  money.  The  tavern-keeper  had  to  take  his 
indulgence  letters  in  exchange  for  his  accommodation,  and  they  thus 
circulated  like  paper  money,  only  that  they  were  made  payable  in  another 
world.  An  instance  of  his  craft,  which  occurred  at  Zwickau,  has  been 
particularly  noted  by  contemporaries.  The  money  bag  had  been  sealed 
up  when  the  chaplains  and  altarists  applied  to  Tetzel  to  give  them  a 
supper.  His  invention  was  put  to  the  rack,  but  quickly  struck  upon  a 
device.  He  ordered  the  church-bell  to  be  tolled,  and  ascended  the 
pulpit.  The  inhabitants  of  the  place,  roused  by  the  bell  from  their  occu- 
pations, and  prompted  by  curiosity,  repaired  to  the  Church ;  when  Tetzel 
informed  them  that  he  had  intended  to  quit  their  town  that  very  day,  but 
in  the  preceding  night  his  slumbers  had  been  broken  by  groans  from  the 
adjoining  cemetery,  of  some  poor  soul  still  suffering  in  purgatory.  Whose 
relation  he  or  she  might  be  he  could  not  affirm,  but  it  was  unquestionably 
the  soul  of  a  poor  adulterous  man  or  woman ;  and  all  the  pious  were 
concerned  to  release  the  sinner  from  torment ;  in  such  a  cause  he  would 
be  the  first  to  contribute.  This  example  was  followed  by  the  whole  com- 
pany, for  all  wished  to  be  regarded  among  the  pious,  who  could  com- 
passionate the  sins  of  others  and  their  punishment.  An  ample  sum  was 
collected,  and  Tetzel  and  his  associates  sat  down  to  a  jovial  entertain- 
ment, made  the  more  merry  by  the  adroitness  which  had  procured  it." — 
vol.  i.,  pp.  81-2.* 

*  The  student  of  history,  and  especially  of  Church  history,  will  learn  to  receive 
cum  gram  narratives  of  extraordinary  turpitude  attributed  by  party  spirit  to  its  <^po- 
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Beformation  was  needed,  then,  in  the  sixteenth  century, 
and  Luther  was  evidently  raised  up  by  Divine  Providence  to 
accomplish  it.  Next  to  his  heart  being  influenced  by  the  grace 
of  God,  and  enlightened  by  the  study  of  the  Holy  Scriptures, 
the  quality  which  fitted  him  for  his  work  was  his  firm  persistency 
in  his  opinions  when  once  he  had  formed  them : — an  almost 
dogged  determination  of  purpose,  which  would  yield  to  no  argu- 
ments, and  relax  to  no  entreaties.  No  one  can  study  Luther's 
character  thoroughly  without  seeing  that  if  he  had  continued 
a  monk  all  his  days,  and  been  made  abbot,  he  would  have  been 
a  stem  enforcer  of  any  vicMrs  he  thought  right,  perhaps  a  tyrant 
to  those  placed  under  his  rule.  But  t£  he  had  not  been  made  of 
sterner  stuff  than  many  of  his  celebrated  contemporaries,  Me- 
lancthon  and  Erasmus,  for  instance,  what  would  have  become  of 
the  Reformation?  How  often  would  affairs  have  taken  an 
entirely  different  course  had  not  Luther  disregarded  the  advice 
of  princes,  and  the  more  seductive  solicitations  of  his  personal 
friends  ?  Deference  to  authority ;  a  firm  belief  in  the  Pope  as 
the  head  of  the  Church ;  a  dread  of  heresy  in  all  its  forms ; — 
these  were  only  a  few  of  the  principles  which  everywhere  held 
in  the  spirit  of  those  who  sighed  and  cried  for  the  abominations 
of  the  land,  and  led  them  to  be  satisfied  with  constant  prayer 

nents.  We  do  not  know  on  what  authority  the  above  anecdote  rests,  but  it  appears 
scarcely  credible  that  with  such  knavery  openly  practised  by  the  agents  of  the  Pope, 
the  people  could  swallow  the  doctrine  of  indulgences  as  they  did.  Tetzel,  no  doubt, 
was  fit  for  any  trickery  in  the  prosecution  of  his  nefarious  calling ;  but  we  should 
have  expected  some  more  outward  prudence  than  is  attributed  to  him.  Mr.  Worsley 
informs  us  that  <*  he  was  prohibited  by  Frederick  from  entering  Saxony,  because  he 
objected  to  the  indulgence  tax  being  levied  on  his  subjects,  and  also  on  personal 
grounds,  for  at  Inspruck,  Tetzel  had  been  convicted  of  adultery,  and  sentenced  to  be 
thrown  in  a  sack  into  the  river.''  This  one  fact,  and  also  the  other  that  Luther  made 
such  opposition  to  the  sale  of  indulgences,  prove  that  ignorance  did  not  reign  unop- 
posed, and  that  many  rose  superior  to  the  absurd  practices  of  the  Church  to  which 
they  belonged.  Indeed  the  very  fact  of  the  Reformation  being  brought  about  by 
Luther,  shews  plainly  that  society  was  fitted  for  it ;  and  that  a  truly  godly  element 
mingled  with  those  of  an  opposite  character.  Great  harm  is  done  to  historic  truth, 
and  also  to  Christianity,  by  the  exaggerated  descriptions  of  the  state  of  things  in 
Christendom  before.  It  was  bad  enough,  without  our  giving  it  a  darker  colouring  by 
the  creation  of  our  fancy.  The  very  beginning  of  Mr.  Worsley's  work  contains  an 
instance  of  these  redeeming  circumstances  which  existed  in  the  midst  of  papal  mis- 
rule. *'  The  influence  of  education  in  forming  the  mind  and  the  character,  can  only 
be  ranked  second  to  nature  itself,  or  the  stamp  which  God  himself  infixes  on  the  heart 
and  on  the  head.  And  certainly  the  education  which  little  Martin  enjoyed  or  under- 
went, was  exactly  adapted  to  fit  and  prepare  him  for  the  arduous  duties  and  trials  of 
his  future  career.  John  Luther  was  a  pious  man,  and  often  prayed  that  his  children 
might  be  fitted  with  the  grace  of  God,  Moreover  he  loved  learning ;  and  assembled  in 
his  cottage  as  often  as  he  could  mch  learned  men  aa  would  honour  him  with  a  visit,** 
This  is  a  very  pleasing  picture,  and  our  readers  need  not  be  told  what  inferences  flow 
from  it  as  to  the  state  of  society  in  general  before  Luther  appeared. 
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to  heaven  for  belpi  and  an  occaaional  protest  against  some  more 
notorious  instance  of  Christian  unfaithfuhiess, 

Luther,  before  the  Diet  of  Worms,  is  a  fine  study  for  those 
who  delight  to  see  how  Ood  makes  use  of  men's  natmral  tenden- 
cies and  qualities  to  answer  his  own  designs.  It  was  the  turning 
point  of  the  Reformationi  when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Elector  of 
Treves  addressed  the  Beformer  as  follows:  '^ Martin  Luther, 
although  you  had  no  right  to  demand  a  longer  period  for  deli- 
beration, masmuch  as  you  were  well  aware  of  the  purpose  for 
which  you  were  summoned,  and  a  matter  of  faith  ought  to  be  so 
grounded  in  the  minds  of  all,  that  any  one,  at  whatever  time  he 
might  be  questioned  should  be  able  to  render  a  sure  and  settled 
reason  for  it;  Come,  then,  and  answer  the  imperial  demand! 
Do  you  maintain  all  the  works  you  have  acknowledged  to  be 
yours,  or  are  you  willing  to  retract  anything?'*  We  believe 
Luther  might  have  been  quite  as  conscientious^  and  yet  have  felt 
it  his  duty  to  concede  something  to  the  counsel  of  those  whom 
he  loved  and  admired,  and  few  persons  placed  in  his  position 
would  have  maintained  as  he  did  all  he  had  received  and  taught. 
But  concessions  at  that  time  might  have  been  fatal,  for,  if  '^  the 
beginning  of  strife  is  as  the  letting  out  of  water,''  so  pliancy  of 
temp^  towards  opponents  seldom  stops  at  its  first  yielding,  but 
goes  on,  often,  to  further  admissions.  In  the  celebrated  final 
speech  of  Luther  we  may  even  detect  errors,  for  surely  a  private 
judgment  must  often  be  called  upon  to  yield  to  authority  in 
matters  of  doctrine  and  faith;  yet  at  that  critical  moment  un- 
yielding firmness  seems  to  have  been  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  cause,  and  Luther's  native  obstinacy  came  to  rescue  it  from 
all  chance  of  failure : — 

"  At  the  conclusion,  the  Chancellor  remarked,  in  a  chiding  tone, 
'  You  have  not  answered  to  the  point.  The  doctrines  condemned  and 
defined  by  Councils  cannot  be  brought  into  question.  Give  a  simple  and 
direct  answer  :  Will  you  retract,  or  will  you  not  P*  Luther,  unmoved, 
replied,  '  Since  your  most  serene  Majesty  and  your  Lordships  require  a 
simple  and  direct  answer,  I  will  give  one  as  simple  as  language  can  ex- 
press. Unless  I  am  convinced  by  the  testimony  of  Scripture,  or  plain 
reason, — (for  I  do  not  believe  in  the  Pope  or  in  Councils  alone,  for  it  is 
certain  they  have  often  erred,  and  have  contradicted  themselves), — unless 
I  am  convicted  by  the  texts  1  have  adduced  (and  my  conscience  is  a  cap- 
tive to  the  Word  of  God),  I  cannot  retract,  nor  will  I  retract  anything ; 
for  to  act  against  my  conscience  is  neither  safe  nor  honest.  Here  I  stand : 
I  can  do  no  otherwise.     God  help  me.     Amen.'  " 

Unless  we  raise  Luther  above  humanity,  we  cannot  refuse  to 
see  in  all  this  his  natural  temperament  aiding  the  convictions  of 
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his  understanding,  and  carrying  him  even  beyond  what  the  pious 
and  good  of  his  day  deemed  necessary  for  the  cause  he  had  un- 
dertaken«  We  know  that  many  persons  read  these  events  as 
though  they  were  not  in  the  category  of  ordinary  causes^  and  as 
though  Luther  acted  under  direct  inspiration  from  heaven ;  but 
with  such  we  have  no  sympathy.  Only  in  the  case  of  men 
having  a  direct  mission  from  heaven,  as  the  prophets  and  apos- 
tles^ can  we  consent  to  eliminate  the  human  element  in  our 
estimate  of  the  causes  which  God  makes  use  of  in  his  Holy 
Providence ;  and  if  we  say  that  the  resolution  of  Luther  at  this 
time  was  arrived  at  partly  by  his  constitutional  pugnacity  of  dis- 
position, we  only  affirm  that  he  was  a  man,  left  to  the  ordinary 
means  of  grace  which  God  gives  to  aU  his  people  for  their  own 
edification  and  for  his  own  glory.  In  order  to  see  the  truth  of 
our  position,  we  have  only  to  contemplate  Luther  in  other 
scenes  of  his  public  life,  in  which  his  overbearing  obstinacy  will 
be  generally  acknowledged.  Let  us  take  the  conference  at  Mar- 
burg, between  him  and  Zwingle,  as  a  fair  illustration  of  the 
idiosyncracy  of  the  former : — 

"  The  following  day,  Saturday,  Oct.  2,  1529,  the  more  public  con- 
ference was  to  take  place.  An  apartment  in  the  interior  of  the  castle 
near  the  prince's  bed-chamber  had  been  chosen  for  the  discussion,  for 
much  care  was  used  to  prevent  the  intrusion  of  the  idly-curious  or  ill- 
disposed.  Garlstadt  had  requested  permission  to  be  present,  but  Luther 
at  once  negatived  such  a  proposition ;  and  many  who  had  come  from 
Switzerland  or  the  Ehine,  full  of  anxiety  to  be  witnesses  of  the  contro- 
versy, knocked  in  vain  at  the  castle  gate,  and  implored  to  be  let  in. 
Early  in  the  morning  the  Landgrave  entered  the  hall  and  took  hie  seat, 
with  his  courtiers,  and  counsellors  of  the  first  mark,  professors  of  his 
university,  and  the  nobles  and  deputies  who  had  been  granted  admission ; 
about  twenty-four  spectators  in  all  according  to  the  Zwinglian  account, 
as  many  as  fifty  or  sixty  according  to  the  Lutheran.  The  prince  was  very 
plainly  attired,  and  thus  appeared  eager  to  ignore  his  rank  on  the  occa- 
sion, and  to  do  homage  to  theology.  Of  an  intelligent  mind,  and  well- 
versed  in  Scripture,  he  listened  with  fixed  attention  to  the  arguments 
advanced  by  either  side.  A  desk  covered  with  a  velvet  cloth  divided 
Luther  and  Melancthon  from  Zwingle  and  (Ecolampadius,  and  the  other 
theologians  were  seated  behind  the  chiefs  of  their  respective  parties.  But 
before  the  controversy  began,  Luther  stepped  forward,  and  wrote  with  a 
piece  of  chalk  in  large  letters  in  Latin,  the  text  of  Scripture  on  which  he 
depended,  '  This  is  my  body.'  It  was  a  token  that,  as  long  as  that  text 
was  found  in  Scripture,  he  would  Hot  abandon  the  doctrine  of  the  cor- 
poreal presence. 

"  The  conference  was  opened  by  Peige,  the  Chancellor  of  Hesse,  ad- 
monishing the  disputants  of  the  object  for  which  they  were  met,  namely, 
the  establishment  of  concord.    Upon  this  Luther  declared  that  he  must 
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protest  against  tbe  opinions  entertained  by  his  opponents  on  the  Lord's 
Supper,  and  ever  should  protest  against  them,  for  the  words  of  Christ 
were  simple  and  conclusive — '  This  is  my  body.'  (Ecolampadius  replied, 
that  the  words  of  Christ  thus  quoted  were  figurative,  and  to  be  explained 
by  similar  texts,  such  as  '  '*  I  am  the  true  vine ;"  "  I  am  the  door  of  the 
sheep ;"  "  John  is  Elias,"  '  etc.  Luther  acknowledged  a  figure  in  the 
passages  adduced,  for  the  simplest  understanding  must  at  once  perceive 
them  to  be  figurative,  but  he  denied  that  there  was  anything  parallel  to 
them  in  the  declaration,  '  This  is  my  body.'  (Ecolampadius  then  had 
recourse  to  Christ's  own  statement,  of  the  manner  in  which  eating  his 
flesh  and  drinking  his  blood  were  to  be  understood  in  John  vi.,  when,  in 
answer  to  the  enquiry,  '  How  can  this  man  give  us  his  flesh  to  eat  ?'  he 
says,  '  It  is  the  spirit  that  quickeneth  ;  the  flesh  profiteth  nothing ;  the 
words  that  I  speak  unto  you,  they  are  spirit  and  they  are  life.'  Luther 
insisted  that  that  passage  of  Scripture  did  not  refer  to  the  sacrament  <tf 
the  Lord's  Supper,  but  to  feeding  on  Christ  spiritually;  but  even  if  it 
did  refer  to  the  Sacrament,  by  Christ's  words  in  that  place  must  be  un- 
derstood, not  his  flesh,  but  our  flesh ;  in  other  words,  that  the  body  of 
Christ  is  to  be  received  not  with  a  carnal,  but  a  spiritual  heart ;  for  what 
blasphemy  to  dare  to  say  '  The  flesh  of  Christ  profiteth  nothing  1'  Christ 
himself  saith,  '  His  flesh  bringeth  life.'  (Ecolampadius  continued  to  press 
him  upon  tlds  point.  '  But  if  there  be  the  spiritual  manducation,  what 
can  the  oral  avail  P'  '  That,'  said  Luther,  '  is  a  mere  rationalistic  ques- 
tion ;  it  ought  to  be  enough  that  the  Word  of  God  says  so.  What  that 
Word  stales  we  are  bound  to  believe  without  a  doubt,  or  a  cavil,  or  ob- 
jection. The  world  must  obey  God's  precepts,  we  must  all  kiss  his  Word. 
Worms,  listen  :  it  is  your  God  who  speaks  1*  Here  Zwingle  came  to  the 
aid  of  his  friend,  and  the  controversy  quickly  assumed  a  sharper  and  more 
excited  tone.  *  The  devil,'  Luther  repeated,  *  shall  not  drive  me  from 
simple  dependence  on  Christ's  words,  "  This  is  my  body."  '  '  You  keep 
on  singing  the  same  song,'  Zwingle  exclaimed.  This  Luther  resented  as 
rough  and  arrogant  language;  and  when  Zwingle  continued,  'Pardon 
me,  my  dear  sir ;  the  Saviour's  explanation  of  the  meaning  of  his  words 
is  decisive :  Christ  tells  you  at  once,'  '  lour  language,'  Luther  retorted, 
*  savours  of  the  camp  and  of  bloodshed,' — glancing  at  the  ulterior  designs 
which  he  supposed  to  be  veiled  by  the  eagerness  for  unanimity,  and  yet 
more  obviously  alluding  to  the  preparations  for  battle  which  had  been 
made  by  Zurich  and  Bern  against  the  Forest  Cantons  in  the  summer,  and 
all  but  brought  to  the  test  of  actual  conflict.  It  was  a  relief  to  the  Land- 
grave and  all  who  had  harmony  and  concord  at  heart,  that  at  this  heated 
time  in  the  discussion,  when  the  argument  had  degenerated  into  personal 
allusion,  the  combatants  were  parted  by  dinner  being  announced." 

Luther  here  reminds  us  of  the  ''  good  old  rule,  the  righteous 
plan/' 

"  That  they  should  take  which  have  the  power. 
And  they  should  keep  who  can," 

since  he  attempts  to  accomplish  by  his  own  su  erior  strength, 
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and  by  wordy  bombast^  -what  should  have  been  songht  by  more 
lawfiil  and  Christian  means.  No  Pope  had  ever  asserted  infal- 
libility— ^that  is,  my  interpretation  of  Scripture  is  the  interpreta- 
tion of  Scripture,  and  I  wiU  allow  no  other — ^in  a  more  oflFensive 
way,  and  the  Reformer  now  used  the  same  weapons  of  theologi- 
cal despotism  which  he  had  so  long  laboured  to  break  when 
weilded  by  others.  All  through  life  he  had  the  same  character- 
istics, modified  indeed  by  misfortune  and  sickness,  yet  continu- 
ally peeping  out.  He  formed  his  opinion  and  would  brook  no 
advice ;  he  determined  on  a  course  of  action,  and  refused  to  be 
controlled  by  others;  qualities  which,  as  we  have  said,  were 
used  and  overruled  for  great  purposes  in  the  history  of  the  Church, 
but  which,  while  famishing  occasion  for  the  exhibition  of  the 
wisdom  of  Divine  Providence,  still  must  be  considered  as  blem- 
ishes in  the  man. 

The  fact  is,  that  Luther^s  mental  character  never  appears  to 
fuU  advantage  except  in  his  great  conflict  with  the  papal  des- 
potism. In  proportion  as  he  is  brought  into  close  contact  with 
the  Popedom,  he  rises  in  our  esteem,  and  we  are  compelled  to 
view  him  as  Ood^s  instrument  to  humble  that  system  of  over- 
grown misrule ;  but  as  he  recedes  from  that  centre — ^as  he  retires 
from  that  platform  of  energetic  action — ^he  becomes  like  other 
men,  and  exhibits  frailties  which  are  strikingly  contrasted  with 
his  masculine  character  and  holy  courage  in  the  appropriate  field 
of  his  exertions.  In  order  to  work  out  more  clearly  the  purpose 
we  have  in  view  in  this  paper,  we  must  dwell  a  Kttle  longer  on 
'  these  defects  of  character  which,  while  they  did  not  interfere 
with  his  active  reforms,  stood  in  the  way  of  his  reconstructing 
that  which  he  laboured  to  throw  down.  Our  object  being  to 
find  out  Luther^s  right  place  in  the  scale  of  means  employed  by 
God  jn  the  governance  of  his  Church.:  when  that  is  discovered 
we  shall  the  more  readily  recognize  the  Hand  which  employed 
him,  and  rise  from  the  humble  instrument  to  the  designing 
Mind  which  condescended  to  use  his  services. 

We  have  been  struck,  in  reading  Mr.  Worsley's  interesting 
life  of  Luther,  with  the  way  in  which'  the  Reformer  often  mis- 
took his  own  self-will  for  the  will  of  God;  and  without  any 
warrant  but  his  own  impressions,  set  aside  that  moral  obedience 
which  is  a  prime  virtue  in  Christianity.  Two  instances  of  this 
temper  we  will  bring  before  our  readers.  The  Emperor  had 
granted  a  safe-conduct  to  Luther  to  enable  him  to  appear  at 
Worms,  and  one  of  its  conditions  was,  that  he  was  not  to  preach 
on  the  way ;  a  reasonable  requirement  considering  the  circum- 
stances of  the  times,  and  one  which  might  even  have  been  sug- 
gested by  a  desire  for  his  safety.     The  way  in  which  he  disobeyed 
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the  injanction  is  thus  related  b^  Mr.  Worslejr^  in  a  passage 
which  will  illustrate  at  the  same  tune  the  fanaticiBm  of  the  Re- 
former and  his  age,  in  attributing  the  most  ordinary  events  to 
supernatural  causes. 

"The  next  day,  the  7th  of  April,  was  Sunday  ;  and  he  was  earnestly 
requested  to  preach  (at  Erfurth).  The  Emperor  indeed  had  prohibited 
him  from  preaching  on  the  way,  but  nothing  was  clearer  to  his  conscience 
than  that  he  was  bound  to  obey  God  rather  than  man,  and  that  God's 
Word  could  not  be  bound ;  and  Caspar  Sturm,  whose  inclination  to  Ln- 
theranism  had  ripened  into  a  settled  persuasion  by  his  intercourse  with 
the  Reformer,  was  not  disposed  to  assert  bis  authority  to  prevent  a  step 
from  which  he  promised  a  blessing  to  himself  and  others.  But  had  he 
attempted  it,  it  would  have  been  in  vain.  The  little  church  of  the 
Augustines  at  Erfurth  was  filled  to  overflowing  on  the  report  that  Luther 
would  preach ;  and  it  is  related  by  Selneccer  that  in  the  middle  of  the 
sermon  part  of  the  outer  wall  of  the  sacred  building  fell  down  with  a 
loud  crash.  The  congregation  were  using  all  haste  to  escape  from  the 
scene  of  danger ;  but  Luther,  raising  his  hand  and  elevating  himself  in 
the  pulpit,  called  them  back  and  exhorted  them  to  composure.  '  Do  you 
not  understand,'  he  said,  '  that  this  is  a  machination  of  Satan  to  hinder 
you  from  listening  to  the  Word  of  God  P  Eeroain :  Christ  is  with  us.' 
They  returned  to  their  places,  and  the  Beformer  continued  his  discourse, 
which  treated  of  the  folly  of  trusting  to  human  merit,  and  directed  a 
severe  censure  against  the  vices  of  the  clergy,  amidst  perfect  tranquillity. 
It  appears  that  he  preached  also  in  other  towns  and  villages,  as  at  Gotha, 
where  Myconius  relates  that  the  devil  in  his  wrath  threw  down  some 
stones  from  the  church  gable,  which  had  remained  firm  for  two  hundred 
years ;  and  Yarillas  mentions  a  town  by  the  name  of  Andors,  which  is 
however  not  to  be  found  in  any  map,  either  ancient  or  modem,  where  he 
delivered  a  sermon  with  so  much  effect,  that  when  it  was  concluded  the 
inhabitants  to  a  man  declared  themselves  converted  to  the  evangelical 
doctrines." — vol.  i.,  pp.  231-2. 

Mr.  Worsley  does  not  comment  on  the  disobedience  of 
Luther ;  indeed^  we  gather  that  he  rather  approves  of  it ;  but 
surely  a  little  consideration  will  shew  that  it  was  utterly  unjusti- 
fiable. It  is  an  evangelical  precept  that  we  are  to  ^^  obey  ma- 
gistrates," and  nothing  can  loosen  the  obligation  but  a  clear 
command  from  the  Divine  Lawgiver,  which  no  one  will  affirm 
Luther  had.  He  acted  on  the  impulse  of  self-will,  as  men  have 
so  often  done  since  who  have  interpreted  their  own  wishes  and 
impressions  into  a  divine  call ;  whereas  if  the  will  of  God  could 
be  gathered  from  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case  before  us,  it 
was  that  Luther  should  obey  the  Emperor.  That  prudence 
which  the  Gospel  inculcates,  and  which  our  Lord  and  his  dis- 
ciples put  in  practice,  demanded  that  the  civil  powers  at  that 
time  should  be  propitiated  rather  than  irritated;  and  that  an 
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example  should  be  set  to  all  around  of  the  compatibility  of  the 
reforming  doctrines  with  obedience  to  established  government. 
The  case  was  quite  different  in  regard  to  the  papal  authority 
which  Luther  set  at  nought,  for  it  had  none  of  the  characteristics 
of  that  civil  rule  which  Gk)d  has  established,  and  in  many  re- 
spects was  opposed  to  the  plain  principles  and  doctrines  of  Holy 
Writ.  We  should  have  followed  Luther  to  Worms  with  more 
reverence  had  he  laid  a  restraint  on  his  own  inclinations  by  the 
way,  and  not  exalted  himself  to  the  position  of  an  inspired 
prophet ;  and  probably  if  he  had  exhibited  more  of  the  obedience 
of  a  citizen  with  his  zeal  as  a  minister  of  Christ,  the  disturbances 
which  accompanied  the  Reformation  in  Germany  would  not  have 
occurred.  At  all  events  his  licence  gave  encouragement  to  such 
men  as  the  Zwickau  prophets  and  Thomas  Munzer  to  act  on 
mere  subjective  data,  for  no  good  reason  could  be  given  why 
Luther  alone  should  have  a  dispensation  to  speak  and  act  as  he 
pleased  in  opposition  to  legal  authority.  It  is  curious  to  observe, 
how,  when  it  suited  his  purpose,  Luther  could  allege  the  au- 
thority of  the  Emperor  in  opposition  to  the  wishes  of  his  friends. 
When  Bucer  joined  with  Sickingen  to  divert  Luther  from  his 
intention  to  go  to  Worms,  and  his  companions  urged  him  to 
accept  the  invitation  to  visit  Sickingen^s  fortress,  he  never 
wavered  for  a  moment,  but  said,  "  I  obey  the  Emperor's  com- 
mand.^' 

The  other  instance  occurred  on  his  return  from  Worms,  and 
just  before  his  abduction  to  the  Wartburg  : — 

**  On  Tuesday  he  proceeded  to  Hirschfeld,  the  Prince  Abbot  of  which, 
Grato  Milius,  a  monk  of  the  Benedictine  order,  sent  his  chancellor  and 
treasurer  to  meet  him  at  a  distance  of  a  mile  from  the  city,  while  he  him- 
self, with  a  considerable  retinue  of  horsemen,  waited  somewhat  nearer 
the  town,  and  conducted  him  to  his  palace,  the  senate  welcoming  him  at 
the  gate.  That  evening  Luther  was  sumptuously  lodged  by  the  Abbot ;  it 
was  insisted  that  he  should  occupy  for  the  night  the  Abbot's  own  bed ; 
and  the  next  morning,  at  five  o'clock,  in  compliance  with  entreaties  which 
would  not  admit  of  refusal,  although  he  candidly  stated  the  imperial  pro- 
hibition  and  the  danger  involved  in  disregarding  it,  he  preached  to  the 
Abbot  and  his  court  in  the  Church.  The  evening  of  the  same  day,  Wed- 
nesday, he  prosecuted  his  journey  as  far  as  Eisenach,  whence  he  wrote  a 
hurried  account  to  Count  Albert  of  Mansfeld  of  what  had  passed  at 
Worms ;  and  here  too  he  again  ascended  the  pulpit,  and  preached  those 
truths  for  proclaiming  which  he  had  already  been  excommunicated,  and 
was  shortly  to  be  outlawed.  The  curate  with  a  notary  and  two  witnesses 
at  his  side,  stood  trembling  at  the  door  of  the  Church,  and  interposed 
his  protest ;  but  merely  with  the  object  of  screening  himself  from  the 
consequences  of  acquiescing  in  an  illegal  act." — vol.  i.,  pp.  264-5. 

All  this  seems  to  us  to  be  bad,  calculated  to  throw  fresh 
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obstacles  in  the  way  of  refonn,  and  to  damage  a  good  cause. 
No  doubt  the  curate  otight  to  have  begged  Luther  to  refrain 
from  preaching,  and  Luther  ought  to  have  submitted.  There 
was  another  infirmity  which  beset  this  great  man,  and  arose  in 
great  measure  from  his  indomitable  obstinacy,  viz.,  his  inability 
to  give  credit  for  good  and  conscientious  motives  to  those  who 
could  not  follow  him  in  his  enthusiastic  progress.  We  are  not 
sure  that  the  cause  Luther  espoused  did  not  ultimately  suffer  by 
his  being  so  much  of  an  autocrat  in  conducting  it — ^by  his  ap- 
pearing always  at  the  sole  fons  et  origo  of  every  movement ;  we 
iucKne  to  believe  that  if  his  zeal  had  been  tempered,  not  re- 
pressed^ by  the  wisdom  and  discretion  of  ^others,  a  nobler  monu- 
ment of  his  labours  would  have  remained  to  this  day.  We 
could  have  wished  Mr.  Worsley  had  taken  this  view  in  some 
degree,  so  as  to  have  given  more  credit  to  others  in  exalting 
Luther.  What  we  mean  may  be  gathered  from  the  following 
passage : — 

"Not,  however,  that  amidst  continual  proofs  of  the  popular  en- 
thusiasm, Luther's  feelings  were  not  painfully  lacerated  by  instances  of 
individual  timidity.  Staupitz,  who  was  receding  further  and  further  from 
Luther,  as  the  Eeformer's  doctrines  were  more  clearly  developing  and 
becoming  more  and  more  decidedly  Anti-Eomanist,  had  been  accused  to 
his  friend  the  Archbishop  of  Salzburg,  by  the  Pope,  as  an  ally  of  the 
Wittenberg  monk,  and  in  reply  had  declared  his  submission  to  the  Holy 
See.  So  much  was  the  Eeformer  grieved  at  this  pusillanimity,  that  he 
addressed  a  letter  on  the  subject  to  Staupitz,  in  which  affection  seems  to 
vie  with  remonstrance.  *  Ton  have  too  much  humility,  and  /  have  too 
much  pride.  Let  me  be  found  guilty  of  every  sin  there  is  or  can  be 
rather  than  of  impious  silence  at  a  time  like  the  present,  when  Christ  is 
in  his  agony,  and  says,  "  I  looked  on  my  right  hand,  and  beheld,  but 
there  was  no  man  that  would  know  me."  I  fear  that  you  will  continue 
to  vacillate  midway  between  Christ  and  the  Pope,  who  are  diametrically 
opposed.  Indeed  I  am  not  a  little  vexed  at  your  recent  submission, 
whereby  you  have  shewn  yourself  another  man  from  the  Staupitz  who 
once  preached  grace  and  the  cross.  Philip  salutes  you,  and  prays  for  you 
an  increase  of  courage.  Your  son,  Martin  Luther.'  Beuchlin  also  shewed 
himself  very  cautious,  and  requested  Melancthon  not  to  write  to  him, 
that  he  might  not  incur  suspicion." — vol.  i.,  pp.  216-7. 

Considering  that  Luther  himself  had  often  great  heaviness 
of  spirit,  fearing  lest  he  should  be  going  too  far,  and  that  to  the 
last  he  retained  considerable  deference  to  what  was  old  and  esta- 
blished, we  think  more  charity  should  have  been  exercised  to- 
wards men  like  Staupitz.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the  men 
of  that  day  had  not  the  light  of  long  experience  to  guide  them 
as  we  have,  and  that  reformation  then  appeared  to  many  to  be 
all  that  was  needed  to  place  the  Church  in  a  healthy  position 
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without  organic  changes.  Then,  further,  parties  were  for  going 
to  extremes,  and  prudence  might  most  laudably  go  hand  in  hand 
with  piety,  so  as  to  prevent  or  avoid  the  consequences  of  wild 
and  extravagant  zeal.  In  the  very  next  paragraph  to  that  we 
have  quoted,  Mr.  Worsley  relates  that  "  there  were  others  who 
were  for  wildly  rushing  into  the  counter-extreme,  and  settling 
religious  differences  by  the  sword.^'  Hutten  is  mentioned,  "  the 
little  valiant  knight,^'  whose  counsels  were  for  war.  Everywhere 
there  were  indications  that  if  Luther  was  doing  good,  tares  were 
springing  up  among  the  wheat,  in  the  shape  of  religious  licen- 
tiousness and  civil  commotion.  In  such  circumstances  we  can 
conceive  of  men  pausing  and  even  retreating  somewhat  jfrom  the 
position  Luther  had  taken  up,  and  yet  being  as  devout  and 
courageous  as  he,  but  more  cautious.  It  is  the  fashion,  we 
know,  in  conducting  and  recording  revolutions  to  stigmatize  all 
prudent  persons  as  cowards,  but  we  think  Christianity  teaches 
us  a  diflferent  doctrine. 

We  must  trespass  on  the  patience  of  our  readers  while  we 
bring  forward  under  this  head  Luther's  treatment  of  Erasmus. 
We  are  not  going  to  enter  on  any  defence  of  that  learned  man, 
for  we  are  fully  conscious  of  his  faults  of  character,  but  all  we 
mean  to  point  out  is,  that  the  way  the  Reformer  spoke  of  him 
was  not  consistent  with  Christian  charity,  and  certainly  not 
calculated  to  win  over  to  his  cause  the  timorous  and  wavering, 
or  even  those  who  possessed  true  Christian  discretion.  In  the 
following  passage  we  can  hardly  refrain  from  smiling  at  the  way 
in  which  Luther  charges  the  outbreaks  of  fanaticism  on  Erasmus, 
when  it  is  so  plain  that  he  himself  paved  the  way  for  it  by  the 
frequent  extravagance  of  his  words  and  conduct : — 

"  It  was,  moreover,  to  Erasmus  that  Luther  imputed  the  rapid  in- 
crease of  sceptical  opinions  in  Germany.  At  Munster,  Anabaptism  had 
raised  its  stronghold,  and  the  tenets  of  Munzer  and  the  Zwickau  fanatics 
were  carried  out  to  their  full  political  and  moral  consequences,  under  the 
government  of  a  tailor  from  Leyden,  John  Bockelson,  more  commonly 
called  John  of  Leyden,  who  had  been  proclaimed  king.  Community  of 
women  and  goods  of  all  kinds  had  been  established,  and  a  filthiness  de- 
grading human  nature  below  the  brute  was  defended  by  the  pretence  of 
immediate  inspiration.  Happily  in  June  of  the  following  year,  the  efforts 
of  the  Bishop  of  Munster  were  seconded  by  the  Landgrave  and  the  Elector 
of  Saxony.  The  city  was  surrendered ;  and  the  ringleaders  of  fanaticism 
were  made  a  terrible  example  for  the  warning  and  instruction  of  others. 
In  other  parts  of  Germany,  the  doctrines  of  the  incarnation  of  the  Son  of 
God,  of  the  Trinity,  and  aU  the  distinctive  articles  of  the  Christian  faith, 
were  called  into  question,  or  exposed  to  ridicule.  In  all  this,  Luther 
perceived  so  many  proofs  of  the  depraved  influence  which  the  scholar  of 
Basle  was  exercising  on  public  taste  and  religious  ideas.     *  Erasmus,'  he 
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said,  'was  the  palmer-wonn,  who  had  crept  into  the  paradise  of  the 
Church,  and  had  filled  every  leaf  with  his  maggots."  Accordingly,  in 
the  spring  of  1634,  he  assioled  this  prop  and  pUlar  of  scepticism  in  a 
tract  published  under  the  form  of  a  letter  to  Amsdorf.  '  It  was  the 
levity,'  he  said,  '  with  which  Erasmus  treated  the  most  sacred  subjects 
which  had  induced  him  before  to  give  him  a  sharp  prick,  in  the  hope  of 
rousing  him  from  his  snoring,  and  awakening  him  to  sober  reflection. 
But  aU  had  been  in  vain,  and  he  had  onW  provoked  the  viper  to  produce 
the  viper-asp.  He  had  now  learnt  that  Erasmus's  defect  was  not  simply 
levity,  but  far  worse, — malice  and  an  entire  ignorance  of  Christianity. 
To  Erasmus,  the  Trinity,  the  Divinity  of  Jesus  Christ,  the  depravity  of 
man,  the  redemption  of  man,  the  resurrection  of  the  body,  and  all  the 
peculiar  doctrines  of  the  Christian  faith,  were  matter  for  jest.  His  cate- 
chism for  children  contained  the  question, — '  Why  in  the  Apostle's  Creed 
is  the  Father  called  God ;  the  Son,  not  God,  but  Lord ;  the  Spirit,  nei- 
ther God  nor  Lord,  but  only  Holy?'  This  was  to  children  I  Why  here 
was  Satan  himself  I  as  of  old,  disputing  God's  Word,  and  insinuating 
the  doubt — "  Thou  shall  not  surely  die  !"  '  He  then  reviewed  the  writ- 
ings of  Erasmus,  pointing  out  their  sceptical  tendency ;  and  concluded 
by  saying  that  Erasmus  himself  was  unworthy  of  an  answer :  he  had 
enough  to  do  in  teaching  others,  above  all  in  translating  the  Scriptures — 
a  work  which  itself  required  his  full  energies,  to  forsake  important  duties 
to  catch  at  clouds  and  emptiness.  But  he  would  leave  his  testimony  con- 
cerning Erasmus.  Erasmus  replied  to  this  letter  with  his  usual  acerbity. 
And  Melancthon  lamented  '  the  petulance  of  old  age '  in  both  his  great 
contemporaries.  The  following  memorandum  appears  among  Luther's 
correspondence, — *  Erasmus,  the  foe  of  all  religion,  and  the  pre-eminent 
adversary  of  Christ,  is  the  exact  pattern  and  copy  of  Lucian  and  Epicurus. 
I,  Martin  Luther,  with  my  own  hand  enjoin  thee,  my  dearest  son  John, 
and  through  thee  all  my  children,  and  all  the  children  of  Christ's  Church, 
to  lay  this  deep  in  your  heart.     It  is  no  light  thing.' " 

For  what  purpose  have  we  thus  exhibited  some  of  the  failings 
of  the  great  modem  apostle  of  Germany  ?  Not  certainly  be- 
cause we  do  not  love  and  reverence  him  as  a  whole,  but  because 
we  think  that  God^s  cause  and  God^s  truth  demand  that  in  this 
case  the  worship  of  the  creature  should  give  place  to  the  worship 
of  God.  Luther  was,  we  repeat,  raised  up  to  do  a  specific  work, 
and  he  did  it  well ;  but  while  we  acknowledge  this  we  cannot 
admit  that  he  was  perfect — totus  teres  et  rotundus — we  rather 
look  upon  him  as  peculiarly  frail  when  that  special  duty  was 
accomplished,  or  when  he  turned  to  other  matters  in  the  dis- 
charge of  -it.  We  feel  disposed  often  to  compare  him  with 
Samson,  whom  the  Spirit  of  God  moved  to  perplex  and  destroy 
the  PhiUstines,  but  who,  when  there  were  no  gates  of  Gaza  to 
carry  away,  and  no  destined  enemies  to  smite  "  hip  and  thigh,'* 
exhibited  the  weaknesses  of  other  men.  But  we  cannot  com- 
pare him  with  the  holy  apostles  of  our  Lord,  as  some  do,  for 
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then  we  find  how  immeasurably  inferior  are  all  ordinary  agents 
employed  by  Divine  Providence  to  those  who  were  supematurally 
endowed  for  their  work,  and  inspired  to  perform  it.  Yet  how 
much  more  does  Luther  occupy  of  the  field  of  vision  in  relation 
to  the  Reformation,  than  did  St.  Peter  and  St.  John  in  relation 
to  the  successes  of  the  early  Church  !  With  the  believers  of  the 
first  ages  Christ  and  Christianity  were  everything,  and  the  apos- 
tles held  a  lowly  place  j  with  the  Christians  of  these  last  cen- 
turies, Luther  is  first,  and  Christ  and  his  cause  are  often  less 
thought  of  and  spoken  of  than  he  is  ! 

Looked  at  in  relation  to  the  prime  work  of  his  life — ^the 
depression  of  the  arrogance  of  the  papacy,  Luther  will  ever  take 
his  place  among  the  noble  army  of  martyrs,  although  he  was 
not  called  to  shed  his  blood,  as  he  was  willing  to  do,  and  often 
expected  he  should.  But  when  he  becomes  the  head  of  a  sect, 
and  men  call  themselves  after  his  name,  he  is  placed  in  a  dif- 
ferent position,  in  which  his  weaknesses  become  manifest,  and 
the  shortcomings  of  his  labours  appear  conspicuous.  The  cha- 
racters of  great  men  are  often  depreciated,  and  even  actually 
injured,  by  their  attempting  too  much,  and  thus  shifting  them- 
selves from  the  position  which  they  have  occupied  with  glory  and 
renown ;  and  where  this  leaving  of  their  proper  field  of  action  is 
not  voluntary,  it  is  often  forced  upon  them  by  others,  as  in  the 
case  of  Luther.  Perhaps  it  is  too  much  to  expect  that  either 
Luther  or  his  disciples  should  have  known  where  to  stop,  amidst 
the  great  excitements  of  their  day,  and  the  disorganization  of 
society  which  had  taken  place ;  but  as  we  recede  from  those 
times,  and  take  a  calm  and  unprejudiced  view  of  the  Reformer's 
life  and  character,  we  may  see  that  he  went  beyond  the  work 
committed  him  to  do,  and  that  to  have  stopped  short  of  the  goal 
he  ultimately  reached  would  have  been  true  wisdom. 

Mr.  Worsley  has  added  another  to  the  already  numerous 
bi<^aphies  of  Luther,  and  we  have  read  it  with  fresh  interest 
and  admiration ;  but  we  wiU  candidly  confess  that  the  impres- 
sions made  upon  us  have  not  been  favourable  to  that  great  man 
as  a  whole,  or  viewed  apart  from  his  active  opposition  to  the 
abuses  of  Rome.  Raised  up  by  a  course  of  Providential  train- 
ing, and  endowed,  as  we  have  seen,  with  a  daring  courage  and 
persistent  determination  of  purpose,  he  exactly  filled  up  a  posi- 
tion which  waited  both  for  the  hour  and  the  man,  and  for  which 
he  only,  of  all  his  known  contemporaries,  was  thoroughly  quali- 
fied. Others  had  seen,  as  clearly  as  he  had,  the  vitiated  state 
both  of  ecclesiastical  law  and  discipline  and  of  religious  life ; — 
others  had  mourned  in  secret,  as  he  did,  over  the  abuses  and  suf- 
ferings of  Christianity,  and  had  prayed  as  earnestly  to  heaven 
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for  deliverance ;  but  in  all  others  of  his  day  those  elements  of 
character  were  wanting  which  could  bring  all  this  private  feeling 
and  conviction  to  bear  upon  public  life,  and  make  them  operative 
in  the  events  of  the  age.  As  the  energy  of  Saul  of  Tarsus 
when  a  persecutor  was  sanctified  and  employed  by  our  Lord  to 
make  him  valiant  for  the  truths  and  a  preacher  of  the  faith  be 
once  destroyed;  so  Luther^s  natural  firmness  and  pugnacity 
were  impressed  into  the  service  of  the  Church  by  the  same 
Master  at  the  very  point  and  crisis  of  affairs  when  only  such  a 
mind  could,  humanly  speaking,  do  what  was  wanting.  View 
Luther  in  this  light,  and  there  is  a  grandeur  about  him  which 
cannot  well  be  surpassed :  and  whether  burning  the  Fope^s  Bull 
at  Wittenberg,  or  refusing  to  recant  before  the  Diet  of  Worms, 
we  see  in  him  a  manifest  instrument  of  Divine  Providence 
working  out  great  and  worthy  ends.  As  the  designer  of  a  statue 
in  bronze  or  marble  chooses  the  loftiest  point  in  the  history  of 
his  hero,  and  places  him  there  in  the  conception  which  his 
chisel  is  to  embody  and  work  out ;-  so  the  historian — the  moral 
describer  and  artificer — will  always  portray  Luther  as  a  public 
character,  as  he  appeared  at  those  great  epochs  of  his  life. 

But  when  we  contemplate  Luther  as  a  private  man>  or  even 
as  the  acknowledged  head  of  the  Protestant  states  of  Germany, 
his  greatness  melts  away,  and  he  becomes  like  ordinary  mortals. 
As  the  greatest  warriors  in  the  field  have  been  unable  to  main- 
tain equal  prestige  in  the  senate  or  in  private  life,  so  Luther 
manifested  an  imfitness  to  control  and  direct  safely  the  perturbed 
elements  which  he  had  aided  in  throwing  into  confusion.  He 
would  be  a  dictator,  in  circumstances  which  demanded  the  deli- 
beration of  many  counsellors ;  he  was  dogmatic  and  overbearing 
among  minds  in  many  respects  more  wise  than  his  own;  he  was 
coarse  and  uncharitable  at  a  time  when  such  qualities  were  but 
too  common,  and  required  repression  and  not  culture.  Luther 
combatting  with  the  most  holy  Father,  and  fulminating  the 
righteous  indignation  of  all -good  men  against  the  lawless  rapa:- 
city  of  the  papacy,  takes  his  place  with  the  heroes  of  all  time, 
and  will  ever  hold  it ;.  but  Luther  at  Wittenberg,  orgaaiizing  the 
Church  after  his  own  fashion,  quarrelling  with  Zwingle  aod 
abusing  Erasmus,  becomes  but  a  little  man  after  all — little,  we 
mean,  as  compared  with  the  towering  height  we  have  bc^ve 
seen  him  to  possess. 

Not  that  Luther^s  private  life  is  destitute  of  deep  interest ; 
for  from  it.  We  know  no  more  pleasing  pictures  than  are  pre- 
sented by  his  occupancy  of  the  old  religious  home  at  Witten- 
berg, his  homely  and  playful  intercourse  with  Kate  and  the  little 
Luthers,  and  his  conversations  with  the  many  fine  characters 
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who  visited  him,  as  described  in  his  Tahk  Talk.  Two  pictures 
of  this  still  life  are  given  by  Mr.  Worsley,  which  we  will  copy  as 
both  interesting  in  themselves  and  as  bearing  out  our  commen- 
dations. The  first  concerns  Luther's  public  character  in  his 
privacy ;  that  is,  it  exhibits  him  at  home,  and  yet  transacting 
and  discussing  matters  of  importance  with  public  men. 

"  He  lived  in  the  Augustine  convent,  as  one  of  the  old  patriarchs 
might  have  sari  at  his  tent  door,  receiving  all  who  claimed  admission. 
The  convent  was  «m  open  house, — the  asylum  of  the  distressed,  and  the 
hospital  for  the  sick.  Distinguished  men  from  all  parts  of  Europe  came 
to  visit  Ihe  great  monk.  The  social  meal  was  the  supper.  Luther  would 
come  to  table,  weary  with  the  exhausting  labours  of  many  hours,  generally 
with  a  book  in  his  hand,  which,  for  some  while,  perhaps,  he  continued 
to  penrse.  The  Professors  of  the  University,  old  friends  from  remote 
parts — Henceslaus  Luck  from  Nuremburg,  or  James  Probst  from  Bremen- 
strangers  on  a  visit  of  curiosity,  or  on  an  embassy  from  some  court,  would 
gather  round  the  hospitable  board.  At  length  Luther  would  lift  his  eyes 
from  off  his  book,  and  inquire  the  news ;  that  was  the  signal  that  he  was 
disposed  for  conversation,  and  until  that  moment  a  deferential  silence  had 
been  observed.  The  conversation  soon  became  general,  the  respect  en- 
tertained for  the  host  being  evidenced  by  the  appellation  by  which  he  was 
addfessed,  even-  by  Melancthon  and  Jonas,  of  "  Reverend  Father."  A$ 
ihe  conversation  adranced,  Luther's  countenance  would  become  more  and 
more  sofimated ;  his  eyes  would  wear  those  inner  rays  of  lustre,  which 
to  Luck  and  others  of  his  fanatical  admirers,  seemed  the  divine  light  of 
prophecy ;  the  energetic  expression  of  his  face  would  soften  into  one  of 
broad  humoixr  and  mirth,  amd  the  pith  and  originality  of  his  remarks 
would  rivet  the  attention  of  his  guests.  Or,  the  scene,  perhaps,  would 
be  di^rent;  eminent  scholaars,  from  distant  lands,  might  be  present; 
and  Luther  would  be  inquiring,  with  the  most  intense  interest  and  solemn 
gravity,  their  judgment  on  the  true  translation  of  a  word  or  phrase  in  the 
Hebrew  Bible,  probably  the  very  book  he  had  brought  to  table  with  him, 
and  offering  his  own  comments  in  exchange.  The  converse  ended,  Auri* 
feber,  or  some  other  of  the  company  who  had  listened  with  open  ears, 
would  hasten  to  commit  to  paper  what  Luther  had  said,  and  thus  add  a 
new  page  to  the  accumulating  matter  of  what  will  ever  be  ranked  as  one 
of  the  most  interesting  books  in  the  German  tongue — Imtker's  Table  Talk, 
The  evening  would  wind  up  with  a  Latin  chant,  or  a  German  hymn,  or  ai 
ehorus  of  voices, — Luther's  fine  tenor  distinguishable  amongst  them,  maky 
ing  the  rafters  of  the  old  refectory  echo  with  the  rapture  of  harmony  and 
the  fervour  of  devotion.  After  this,  if  no  pressing  work  was  m  hand, 
Luther  would  at  once  retire  to  rest,  not  forgetting  (Antinomian  as  he  has 
been  cdUed !)  among  his  devotions,  the  Greed,  the  Lord's  Pra^r,  and- 
the  Ten  commandments,  imploring  God  to  give  him  grace  to  keep  his' 
law,  not  only  in  the  letter  but  in  the  spirit.  He  then  laid  him  down  in 
his  bed,  and  employed  his  last  waking  thoughts^^  in  meditating  on  some 
passage  of  Scripture." 

c  3 
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The  other  picture  gives  us  Luther  in  retirement,  in  the  bosom 
of  his  family,  enjoying  humble  pleasures,  and  engaged  in  com- 
mon-place  pursuits.  On  gazing  upon  it  we  may  observe,  what 
is  often  exhibited,  the  quiet  and  child-like  goodness  which  cha- 
racterized the  fierce  polemical  theologian  when  no  adversary 
was  near : — the  lion  playing  with  its  cubs,  and  concealing  the 
formidable  talons,  which  could,  on  occasion,  do  so  much  mis- 
chief. 

"  His  domestic  life,  like  his  character,  was  the  growth  of  his  religious 
doctrines.  He  was  tenderly  attached  to  Kate,  and  always  spoke  of  her 
as  the  very  partner  suited  to  him.  '  If  he  should  lose  her,  and  a  queen 
should  be  offered  to  him,  he  would  refuse  her.'  And  although  he  called 
her  his  *  Lord  Kate,'  or  *  Emperor  Kate,'  jesting  at  the  love  of  rule 
common  to  the  sex — he  praised  her  submissiveness  and  obedience. 
Household  matters  he  left  entirely  to  her  management,  for  he  regarded 
these  as  the  wife's  special  province.  'Man,'  he  said,  *  is  created  with 
broad  shoulders  and  narrow  hips,  for  activity  in  the  world ;  woman  with 
narrow  shoulders  and  broad  hips,  for  staying  at  home  in  her  proper 
domestic  sphere,  guiding  the  house,  and  bringing  up  children.'  And  the 
internal  arrangement  of  the  Augustine  Convent  gave  Kate  quite  enough 
to  do.  To  a  friend  who  had  inquired  of  Luther  what  present  would  be 
most  acceptable  to  him,  he  replied,  *  That  he  was  in  want  of  a  cande- 
labrum;' but  he  added,  *  you  know  what  sort  of  a  house  mine  is ;  let  it 
be  a  candelabrum  that  will  stand  being  knocked  up  and  down  stabrs ;  and 
it  will  answer  the  purpose  better,  if  it  can  clean  itself.'  The  garden  was 
under  Luther's  own  supervision ;  he  delighted  in  flowers,  which  he  liked 
to  see  as  he  was  studying,  on  the  table  near  him ;  and  he  especially 
admired  the  rose.  *  The  man  who  could  make  one  such  flower  would 
deserve  an  empire ;'  and  the  burst  and  bloom  of  vegetation  always  re- 
minded him  of  redemption  and  the  resurrection.  He  was  an  indulgent, 
but  a  strict  and  vigilant  father :  for  the  parent,  he  declared,  that  neglected 
to  train  his  children  in  God's  ways,  and  to  restrain  them  from  evil,  was 
'  worse  than  Turk  or  Tartar.'  He  spoke  of  the  Book  of  Proverbs  as  the 
best  book  on  (Economics  in  the  world;  and  'its  whole  substance  is 
summed  up  in  this :  *  Fear  God.'  He  greatly  valued  the  classical  lan- 
guages, uniformly  regretting  his  own  deficient  education,  which  had 
debarred  him  from  the  study  of  the  Greek  poets  and  historians ;  and  of 
all  studies,  poetry,  he  said,  was  his  favourite.  Mirth,  jests,  good  cheer, 
pastimes,  and  music,  he  regarded  as  capital  expedients  for  driving  away 
the  '  proud  melancholy  Satan.'  Hence  the  frequent  references  in  his  cor- 
respondence to  what  he  ate  and  drank ;  in  such  allusions  he  was  scoffing 
at  Satan.  Mathesius  relates,  that  before  going  to  bed  he  would  some- 
times call  for  a  glass  of  must,  with  an  apology  to  the  bystanders :  *  Old 
men,  like  the  Elector  and  myself,  have  to  find  pillow  and  bolster  in  the 
can.'  But  Mathesius  agrees  with  Melancthon  in  representing  him  as 
singularly  abstemious  and  temperate.  And  although  Luther  could  not 
see  the  sin  of  dances  or  acting  plays,  insisting  that  to  be  unworldly  is  to 
get  the  world  out  of  one's  self,  yet  in  everything  the  prevailing  passion 
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rose  to  surface.  As  when  out  for  the  chase,  he  pursued  theology  :  so  his 
musical  compositions,  his  famous  Hymn,  and  the  Old  Hundredth,  are  the 
lasting  echoes  of  his  solemn  and  elevated  strain  for  piety." 

An  excess  of  subjectivity  may  be  considered  as  Luther's 
prime  defect,  and  as  it  coloured  the  acts  of  his  life,  so  it  has  left 
its  impress  on  the  religious  mind  of  Germany  to  the  present 
day.  While  he  lived,  all  must  have  upon  it  the  mark  of  Luther, 
and  when  he  died,  that  mark  had  been  too  deeply  wrought  in  to 
be  easily  obliterated,  even  if  the  task  had  been  attempted.  But, 
unhappily,  the  teacher  and  the  taught  had  both  agreed  "to 
mark  the  marble  with  their  name  " — to  put  their  own  "  image 
and  superscription '^  on  what  had  been  done  in  the  way  of  re- 
formation, and  so  they  called  it  Latheranism,  The  example  of 
the  Holy  Apostles,  and  the  express  prohibition  of  St.  Paul,  were 
alike  forgotten  as  deprecating  party-spirit  in  opposition  to  Catho- 
licity; and  as  Germany  had  its  fanatical  sects  in  abundance, 
each  bearing  the  name  of  its  founder  on  its  banner,  so  the  more 
orthodox  Protestants  determined  to  take  the  name  of  Luther, 
to  adopt  all  his  doctrines,  and  to  swear  by  his  opinions.  Very 
different  was  the  state  of  things  in  England  contemporaneously 
with  the  Reformation  in  Germany,  for  although  Cranmer  was 
the  chief  agent  in  bringing  about  a  re-organization  of  the  Eng- 
lish Church,  his  labour  never  incurred  the  risk  of  being  called 
Cranmerism.  The  English  Archbishop  and  his  co-adjutors  in 
the  great  work  then  accomplished,  were  entirely  different  in  the 
complexion  of  their  minds  from  their  German  neighbour,  and 
their  great  objectivity  saved  them  from  his  errors.  They  desired 
to  reform  only,  not  to  recreate,  while  Luther  aimed  at  the  latter ; 
they  intensely  meditated  on  the  past,  Luther  was  too  much 
engrossed  by  the  present;  they  sought  for  precedents  in  the 
pure  and  primitive  state  of  the  Church,  Luther  was  satisfied 
with  the  Bible  as  interpreted  by  himself,  and  therefore,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  often  read  wrong.  To  give  the  name  of  Lu- 
theranism  to  the  new  Church  state  of  Germany  seemed  inevita- 
ble and  almost  proper,  because  that  state  was  new ;  but  to  have 
called  the  reformed  Church  of  England  Cranmerism,  would  have 
been  an  entire  misnomer,  since  what  was  new  was  but  minute 
compared  with  the  old. 

The  same  remark  holds  good  when  we  leave  the  champions 
of  reform  in  their  silent  tombs,  and  turn  to  the  relative  results 
of  their  labours.  By  grouping  the  great  truths  of  Christianity 
around  the  name  of  Luther,  his  followers  introduced  a  disinte- 
grating element  in.  their  ecclesiastical  polity,  which  was  not  long 
in  developing  its  pernicious  influence.  How  sad  is  the  reflection 
that  on  the  continent  of  Europe  thQ  harvest  of  the  Reformation 
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waa  principally  gathered  in  in  one  age,  and  that  from  Luther's 
time  to  this  the  Papacy  has  rather  increased  than  lost  its  power ! 
All  the  previous  conflict  and  discussion,  all  the  earnest  longing 
for  a  General  Council,  was  rendered  nearly  useless  when,  that 
Council  really  assembled  at  Trent,  because  by  that  time  Luther- 
anism  was  established,  and  as  a  separate  sect  could  use  no  influ- 
ence in  that  august  assembly.  But  we  must  leave  that  topic^ 
which  would  require  far  more  space  to  do  it  justice  than  we  can 
now  command,  and  call  the  attention  of  our  readers  rather  to 
the  results  of  Lutheranism  in  Germany  after  the  Beformer's 
death,  and  the  dependence  of  these  results  on  his  individual 
mind.  How  an  almost  entire  scepticism  occupied  the  countries 
which  acknowledged  Luther's  opinions  as  their  standard  of  doc- 
trine and  practice ;  how  all  objective  truth  came  to  be  neglected, 
then  argued  against,  then  denied — ^are  matters  of  history ;  facts 
which  have  been  patent  down  even  to  our  own  times.  How  far, 
it  may  properly  be  asked,  can  these  sad  results  be  traced  up  to 
Luther  ? 

In  breaking  loose  from  the  moorings  of  Catholicity,  and 
desiring  for  himself  and  his  followers  an  ecclesiastical  organi- 
zation, Luther  acknowledged  this  principle : — ^that  during  the 
Papacy  the  Church  of  Christ  had  entirely  lost  its  genuine  form, 
and  that  instead  of  clearing  away  the  ruins,  and  endeavouring 
to  find  the  original  temple,  it  was  better  to  build  afresh  with 
the  stones  and  wood  scattered  around.  Now  this  is  a  mode  of 
operation  which  exactly  falls  in  with  human  pride ;  with  that 
supremacy  of  the  intellect  which  has  always  been  man^s  greatest 
idol  and  snare,  and  against  which  the  sacred  writers  of  the  New 
Testament  so  constantly  guard  us.  If  it  were  competent  to 
Luther  to  find  out  a  form  of  religion  for  himself,  why  should 
not  his  followers  imitate  his  example  ?  They  did  imitate  it,  and 
with  fatal  results,  which  history  has  chronicled  for  the  warning 
of  coming  ages ;  for  they  gradually  made  Christianity  a  matter 
of  opinion,  varying  with  the  character  of  the  mind  which  under- 
took to  criticize  it  and  to  decide  upon  it.  The  ancient  land- 
marks being  removed,  license  was  soon  introduced  under  the 
names  of  free  thought  and  liberality  of  sentiment,  until  only 
the  political  and  legally-defined  skeleton  of  the  Church  remained, 
destitute  of  its  animating  soul.  The  law  had  said  that  the 
Lutheran  clergy  must,  in  order  to  retain  their  livings,  profess 
certain  doctrines,  and  conform  to  a  fixed  ritual,  and  they  did  so, 
but  the  constantly  paraded  example  of  their  head  and  chief 
operated  too  potently  to  secure  the  integrity  of  his  doctrinal 
sentiments  among  them.  Reverence  for  the  past — such  a  defer- 
ence to  the  fixed  opinions  and  practices  of  the  early  ages  of  the 
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Church  as  the  most  critical  temper  must  admit  to  be  both  natu- 
ral and  desirable,  had  been  discarded  by  Lutheranism,  and,  as 
the  result  of  this,  we  think,  it  generated  Rationalism  and 
Neology. 

In  the  English  Church,  on  the  contrary,  doctrines  had  never 
been  put  forth  as  those  of  any  man;  practices  had  never  been 
enforced  upon  others  as  originating  with  individuals.  The  Bible 
as  interpreted  in  the  purest  ages — ^the  ritual  of  ancient  Chris- 
tendom purified  from  papal  and  unscriptural  additions — ^these 
were  the  professed  standards  of  her  reformers,  which  stood  forth 
with  a  prominence  which  they  have  ever  since  retained  in  our 
country,  and  which  have  had  a  constant  and  marked  influence 
on  the  steadiness  with  which,  on  the  whole.  Catholic  truth  has 
been  maintained  among  us,  both  in  the  Church  and  by  those  who 
dissent  from  her.  We  believe  that  if  it  had  been  possible  for 
Cranmer  to  have  given  much  of  what  was  his  own  subjectivity 
to  the  English  Reformation,  and  for  Englishmen  then  to  have 
called,  their  Church  Polity  Cranmerism,  the  eflects  would  have 
been  as  marked  here  as  they  were  in  Germany.  We  cannot 
''  pin  our  faith  to  the  sleeve "  of  any  man,  imless  he  were  in- 
spired and  commissioned  of  Heaven  to  instruct  us,  without  its 
becoming  a  mere  human  thing  in  the  end ;  and  even  the  names 
of  Paul  and  Apollos  and  Cephas,  used  as  party  words,  would,  we 
may  learn  from  Scripture,  have  blighted  the  piety  of  those  who 
adopted  them.  "  Those  who  honour  me,^^  says  God,  "  I  will 
honour,  but  they  that  despise  me  shall  be  lightly  esteemed  */' 
and  to  put  our  own  name,  or  that  of  any  human  being,  to  the 
Church  of  Christ,  is,  we  maintain,  a  despising  of  the  Author 
and  Finisher  of  our  faith.  Are  we  wrong  in  attributing  it  as  a 
failing  in  Luther  that  he  placed  self  too  highly  in  his  treatment 
of  the  Church  ?  Are  we  wrong  in  attributing  to  the  influence 
of  this  pernicious  example  the  subsequent  unhappy  fate  of  Lu- 
theranism? 

It  will  be  understood^  we  hope,  that  all  we  have  said  must  be 
taken  in  reference  to  Luther's  greatness  in  the  prime  work  of 
his  life ;  not  with  regard  to  him  as  a  man  of  ordinary  moral 
stature  or  intellectual  power.  Had  Luther  never  appeared  as  a 
Reformer  in  the  first  rank,  but  followed  in  the  rear  of  others,  as 
Melancthon  did  in  his,  there  are  excellencies  enough  in  him  to 
have  made  his  life  memorable  for  aU  time ;  a  piece  of  biography 
which  must  interest  young  and  old  as  long  as  Christianity  shall 
delight  to  honour  its  master-minds.  The  very  things  which, 
perhaps,  made  him  unfit  to  reconstruct  what  he  had  assisted  in 
throwing  down, — his  warmth  of  temper  and  his  disregard  of  the 
opinions  of  others— confer  a  charm,  on  his  conversation,  and  give 
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life  to  his  biography.  Few  men  have  so  many  points  of  interest 
during  a  long  career  as  Luther  had,  and  when  his  life  is  read  as 
that  of  a  member  of  the  clerical  body  and  of  general  society,  it 
has  a  great  fascination  about  it.  His  love  of  children,  of  music, 
and  of  flowers,  prove  that  his  happiness  was  not  dependent  on 
great  things,  or  existing  circumstances.  His  disregard  of  wealth, 
and  the  luxuries  it  can  procure,  attest  the  singleness  of  his  pur- 
pose as  a  holy  and  spiritual  man ;  and  his  expansive  benevolence 
to  those  in  distress  and  sorrow,  more  than  make  compensation 
for  the  almost  savageness  of  his  treatment  of  his  pubUc  adver- 
saries. 

It  is  thus,  perhaps,  a  misfortune,  that  Luther  has  to  be  con- 
templated in  two  aspects  so  opposed  to  each  other,  as  a   re- 
former of  public  abuses,  and  a  reconstructor  of  what  had  been 
thrown  down;  but  such  contrasts  are  inevitable  in  public  men, 
and  we  can  only  avoid  the  inferences  arising  from  them  hy  a 
blind  worship  of  their  subjects.     It  is  not  in  mortal  man  to 
exhibit  perfection ;  and  God  has  not  interfered  supematurally, 
since  the  Apostolic  age,  to  endow  the  instruments  of  his  pur- 
poses with  extraordinary  and  untarnished  gifts.      It  shews   a 
temper  more  allied  to  party  spirit  than  to  truth,  when  men  seek 
to  make  idols  of  their  "  spiritual  pastors  and  masters,'^   and 
resent  any  exhibition  of  their  frailties.    Why  should  it  be  thought 
a  wrong  to  the  memory  of  Luther  to  record  his  frailties  and 
failings,  when  he  was,  in  his  own  opinion,  so  eminently  com- 
passed with  infirmity  ?     If  three  centuries  do  not  enable  us  to 
view  events  and  characters  with  an  unprejudiced  eye  nothing 
will,  and  history,  instead  of  instructing  and  correcting  us,  must 
be  made  to  flatter  our  sjirit  of  partizanship. 

Luther  has  long  since  formed  judgments  of  men  and  things 
far  difierent  from  those  which  he  so  pertinaciously  adhered  to 
while  a  tenant  of  this  lower  world.  May  we  not  believe  that 
many  of  those  whose  salvation  he  -so  rashly  aflSrmed  to  be  im- 
possible, have  long  since  held  communion  with  him  in  that  state 
in  which  the  souls  of  the  redeemed  wait  for  their  perfect  con- 
summation and  bliss  at  the  appearing  of  their  Lord  ?  If  we, 
still  the  denizens  of  a  land  of  intellectual  mists  and  shadows, 
have  to  correct  the  past  in  the  light  of  the  present,  how  much 
more  must  disembodied  spirits  see  to  alter  in  their  former  che- 
rished convictions  ?  Erasmus,  Zwingle,  and  Luther,  could  not 
harmonize  on  earth,  because  their  souls  looked  out  through  the 
flesh,  and  saw  things  variously,  in  many  respects,  no  doubt, 
apart  from  anything  wrong  in  their  opposite  convictions.  In 
estimating,  therefore,  the  characters  of  great  men  engaged  in  the 
work  of  the  Church  of  Christ,  we  should  endeavour  to  raise 
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ourselves  from  the  low  platform  of  their  exertions,  to  the  elevated 
position  they  now  occupy,  and  from  which  they  judge  impar- 
tially of  all  they  did,  wrote,  and  said.  Solemn  consideration ! 
adapted  well  to  make  us  faithful  to  their  memories,  and  to  guard 
ourselves  against  the  faults  into  which  they  fell ! 

It  will  tend,  more  than  anything  else,  to  enable  us  to  form  a 
right  estimate  of  Luther,  to  remember  that,  after  all,  the  Eeform- 
ation  of  the  sixteenth  century  will  not  always  occupy  the  same 
rank  as  an  event  in  the  history  of  the  Church,  as  it  has  done 
from  that  day  to  this.  The  Church  of  Christ  may  have  an  exist- 
ence of  some  thousands  of  years,  and  its  history  will  then  have 
to  be  surveyed  from  points  of  view  of  which  now  we  can  form 
no  conception.  Luther  evidently  thought  the  world  was  not 
destined  to  last  long,  and  it  was  thus  quite  natural  that  he 
should  infer  the  greatness  of  the  crisis  in  which  he  was  called  to 
labour.  Most  Christian  minds  at  the  present  day  entertain  a 
somewhat  similar  idea ;  they  think  these  are  the  last  days,  and 
therefore  the  Papacy  occupies  much  of  their  field  of  vision,  either 
as  a  series  of  crimes  on  the  part  of  those  who  belong  to  it,  or  of 
all-important  struggles  on  the  side  of  its  opponents.  This  view 
may  be  a  correct  one,  but  we  do  not  know  that  it  is.  What 
appears  so  great  to  us  now  may  have  to  be  viewed  by  our  de- 
scendants as  we  look  upon  the  conflicts  of  the  early  ages  of  the 
Church — the  age  of  Athanasius  and  Arius  for  instance.  Should 
such  be  really  the  case,  then  Luther  and  his  contemporaries  will 
have  to  be  considered  on  a  vastly  wider  field,  and,  while  always 
taking  their  places  in  history,  wUl  cease  to  be  the  rallying-points 
of  partizans. 

Our  task  is  now  accomplished,  and  we  may  turn  briefly  to 
consider  a  little  more  closely  the  work  of  Mr.  Worsley,  which 
has  been  the  text  for  our  rather  long  homily.  That  an  opening 
existed  for  something  new  on  this  subject,  we  think  the  author 
has  established,  in  the  following  paragraph  of  his  Preface : — 

"  The  Life  of  Martin  Luther  now  offered  to  the  public,  is  an  attempt 
to  supply  a  simple,  impartial,  and  truthful  narrative  of  the  great  Ee- 
former's  public  acts  and  personal  and  domestic  history  in  a  succinct  and 
readable  form.  Although  many  biographies  of  Luther  existed  previously 
in  foreign  languages,  it  would  be  difficult  to  point  out  one  which  is  in  any 
measure  a  complete  work,  or  aims  at  being  such ;  for  the  custom  has  been 
to  dilate  on  the  early  portions  of  the  Eeformer's  career,  and  to  finish  off 
the  remainder  of  the  story  in  a  few  pages  or  paragraphs.  There  is  indeed 
no  instance  between  the  Life  of  Luther  by  Kiel,  and  perhaps  one  or  two 
more  works  of  the  same  kind,  which  has  even  aspired  to  a  chronological 
arrangement.    To  the  msgori^y  of  readers,  what  is  known  of  Luther  has 
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probably  been  derived  from  the  popular  work  of  D'Aubignd,  an  interestiDg 
and  graphic,  as  well  as  able  history,  which  no  candid  person  would  be 
willing  to  depreciate  ;^  but  besides  that  it  is  a  history  of  the  Reformation, 
and  not  of  its  principal  agent,  it  does  not  carry  down  the  narrative  lower 
than  the  Diet  of  Augsburg,  and  Luther*s  life  was  extended  nearly  as  much 
as  sixteen  years  beyond  that  date.  Whether,  however,  the  present  bio- 
graphy has  supplied  the  desideratum  which  has  unquestionably  existed, 
can  only  be  determined  by  the  unbiassed  judgment  of  the  public.'* 

We  quite  concede  to  Mr.  Worsley  that  lie  has  "  supplied  a 
desideratum;^^  and  we  thank  him  for  doing  so.  But  he  haa 
done  still  better  service  by  presenting  the  character  of  Luthar 
rather  more  fairly  than  has  been  done  by  others, — D^Aubign^, 
for  instance.  He  is  evidently  under  the  spell  which  yet  binds 
some  of  the  master  spirits  of  our  age,  as  to  Luthei^s  almost 
supernatural  powers,  and  as  to  some  divine  perfectness  in  the 
work  he  accomplished : — a  spell  from  which  we  have  endeavoured 
to  shew  that  we  aim  to  be  fi:^ : — ^but  at  the  same  time  he  has  a 
very  proper  view  of  the  mere  human  element  of  the  sayings  and 
doings  of  his  hero.  Thus,  after  enumerating  some  of  the  ac- 
knowledged advantages  of  the  Reformation  he  proceeds : — 

"  But  these  undeniable  facts  do  not  constitute  any  inducement  for 
dealing  more  tenderly  than  truth  demands  with  the  actions  and  life  of  the 
Eeformer,  to  whom  more  than  any  other  human  agent  the  achievement  of 
that  great  religious  and  intellectual  revolution  is  attributable;  for  had 
Luther  been  as  exceptionable  a  character  as  Henry  VIII.  of  England,  the 
movement  which  he  originated  would  nevertheless  have  to  take  its  stand 
strictly  on  its  own  merits.  The  endeavour  has  been  to  represent  Luther 
such  as  he  actually  was ;  neither  to  feign  motives,  nor  to  suppress  facts ; 
but  to  give  his  unbiassed  story  from  his  birth  to  the  grave,  without  mag- 
nifying his  excellences  or  extenuating  his  failings." 

Enquiry  will  naturally  be  made  as  to  the  sources  of  informa- 
tion employed  by  the  author  j  and  as  to  how  far  they  have  been 
•asei  primd  manu.  In  the  first  years  which  follow  the  death  of  a 
man  who  has  been  the  idol  of  his  age,  the  mythical  principle  is 
reversed,  and  his  character  is  less  likely  to  be  soberly  looked 
upon  by  his  contemporaries  than  by  succeeding  generations. 
This  seems  to  have  been  the  case  in  a  special  manner  with  Lu- 
ther, who  could  scarcely  be  viewed  as  human  by  those  who  at 
first  took  upon  themselves  to  describe  him  from  the  Protestant 
stand-point.  But  time  has  equalized  the  praises  of  his  friends 
and  the  aspersions  of  his  foes,  and  produced  the  materials  for  a 

0  We  cannot  give  up  pretensions  to  candour ;  and  yet  we  must  depreciate  the  work 
of  Dr.  Merle  D'Anbign^.  As  a  religious  romance  his  history  has  delighted  us ;  but  it 
is  far  too  much  goIoi^  by  the  author's  own  mind  to  claim  the  character  of  sober 
history. 
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more  life-like  picture.  What  theae  ai«,  as  stated  by  Mr.  Wors- 
ley,  will  appear  i»  the  foUovdng  paragraphs^  which  although  long^ 
contain  information  which  may  be  useful  to  our  readers  : — 

"  The  sources  of  information  from  which  the  narrative  is  drawn  are 
principally  the  writings  of  Luther  himself,  or  his  contemporaries.  The 
writings  of  Melancthon,  Mathesius,  Spalatin,  Myconius,  Cochlaeus,  and 
others,  are  of  importance  only  second  to  the  accounts  transmitted  by 
Luther's  own  pen.  The  observations  of  many  contemporaries  of  what 
they  saw  or  heard  are  collected  in  the  careful  pages  of  Seckendorf ;  and 
Walch's  German  edition  of  Luther's  works,  in  twenty-four  parts,  pub- 
lished at  Halle,  in  1750,  which  also  contains  many  documents,  public 
and  private,  bearing  on  the  Eeformation  and  the  great  Reformer's  career, 
has  been  found  of  essential  service.  There  is  also  much  to  be  gathered 
from  the  less  trodden  field  of  epistolary  correspondence ;  and  the  familiar 
letter  of  Melancthon  and  Erasmus,  and  Zwingle  and  ^colampadius,  are 
considerable  helps  towards  forming  a  true  estimate  of  the  character  of 
persons  and  of  the  times.  But  Luther's  own  writings  are,  of  course,  the 
best  and  most  authentic  ground  on  which  to  compile  his  biography. 
These  have  been  published  in  various  editions,  at  different  times,  in  Latin 
and  German;  but  it  is  a  disadvantage  that  no  edition  of  his  works 
hitherto  brought  to  a  close  is  quite  perfect  and  complete.  In  the  *  Acts,* 
or  reports  of  events,  conferences,  etc.,  which  appeared  at  the  time  from 
the  pen  of  some  Wittenburg  writer,  and  answered  the  same  purpose  as 
the  newspaper  reports  of  the  present  day,  and  which  evidently,  from  the 
frequent  intermixture  of  the  first  with  the  third  personal  pronoun,  were 
generally  viewed  by  the  Beformer  himself,  and  therefore  are  authorized 
versions  of  what  they  relate,  references  are  made  for  the  most  part  either 
to  the  Jena  or  the  Altenberg  edition  of  Luther's  works.  His  references 
to  the  Table-talk  (Tischreden)  are  to  Forstemann's  admirable  edition, 
published  at  Leipsic  in  1844.  And  great  use  has  been  made  of  De 
Wette's  excellent  edition  of  Luther's  Letters,  published  at  Berlin  in  1825 
— a  source  of  information  altogether  invaluable  for  his  biography,  as  in 
perusing  his  unpremeditated  familiar  correspondence  with  an  infinite 
variety  of  characters,  monarch  and  merchant,  warrior  and  scholar,  his 
bosom  friends,  and  his  acquaintances  of  yesterday,  the  biographer  in  fact 
takes  his  seat  at  the  entrance  of  his  heart,  and  views  character  and  mo- 
tives in  their  spring  and  well-head. 

"  But  other  means  of  obtaining  information,  and  of  arriving  at  a  fair 
and  impartial  estimate  of  acts  and  opinions  have  not  been  overlooked. 
Amongst  these  may  be  mentioned  such  German  and  French  biographies 
of  Luther  as  have  been  accessible,  as  well  as  the  pages  of  Seckendorf, 
Sleidan,  Father  Paul,  Pallavicini,  Maimburg,  etc.,  and  also  the  more 
general  histories  of  the  period.  And  the  greatest  obligation  must  be 
acknowledged  to  the  modem  historian  Eanke,  whose  stores  of  information 
are  as  immense  as  his  philosophical  instructions  are  invaluable,  and  who 
has  enjoyed  access  to  manuscript  letters  of  ambassadors,  and  others  per- 
sonally engaged  in  the  transactions  they  record,  preserved  among  the 
archives  of  princes  and  cities,  which  throw  a  new  li^t  on  history." 
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These  satis&ctory  data  appear  to  have  been  fidthfolly  em- 
ployed, and  a  work  has  been  constructed  which  we  may  safely 
commend  both  for  the  spirit  which  pervades  it  and  for  its 
execution. 

The  Table  Talk  of  Luther,  of  which  Mr.  Bohn  has  pub- 
lished a  cheap  edition,  must  be  received  with  considerable  qua- 
lification, and  can  scarodv  become  the  source  of  history.  Yet, 
as  a  whole,  and  without  building  any  theory  on  particular  por- 
tions, it  must  be  considered  as  giving  much  that  is  true  re- 
specting the  general  character  of  him  whose  flying  words  are 
record^.  The  following  extracts  are  chiefly  made  in  reference 
to  what  we  have  ventured  to  advance  as  to  some  of  Luther's 
mental  peculiarities. 

Luther's  Intolerance, 

DCLXXI. 

''  Erasmus  of  Aotterdam  is  the  vilest  miscreant  that  ever  disgraced 
the  earth.  He  made  several  attempts  to  draw  me  into  his  snares,  and  I 
should  have  been  in  danger,  but  that  God  lent  me  special  aid.  In  1525, 
he  sent  one  of  his  doctors,  with  200  Hungarian  ducats,  as  a  present  to  my 
wife;  but  I  refused  to  accept  them,  and  enjoined  my  wife  to  meddle  not 
in  these  matters.     He  is  a  veiy  Caiphas. 

**  *  Qui  Satanam  non  odit,  amet  tua  carmina  Erasme, 
Atque  idem  jungat  fuiias  et  molgeat  orcum.' " 

DCLLXIT. 

"  Erasmus  is  very  pitifid  with  his  prefaces,  though  he  tries  to  smooth 
them  over;  he  appears  to  see  no  difference  between  Jesus  Christ  our 
Saviour,  and  the  wise  pagan  legislator  Solon.  He  sneers  at  St.  Paul  and 
St.  John ;  and  ventures  to  say,  that  the  Epistle  to  the  Eomans,  whatever 
it  might  have  been  at  a  former  period,  is  not  applicable  to  the  present 
state  of  things.  Shame  upon  thee,  accursed  wretch  1  'Tis  a  mere  Momus, 
making  his  mows  and  mocks  at  everything  and  everybody,  at  God  and 
man,  at  Papist  and  Protestant,  but  aU  the  while  using  such  shuffling  and 
double-meaning  terms,  that  no  one  can  lay  hold  of  him  to  any  effectual 
purpose.    Whenever  I  pray,  I  pray  for  a  curse  upon  Erasmus." 

DCCCI. 

"  I  wish  from  my  heart  Zuinglius  could  be  saved,  but  I  fear  the  con- 
trary ;  for  Christ  has  said,  that  those  who  deny  him  shall  be  damned. 
God's  judgment  is  sure  and  certain,  and  we  may  safely  pronounce  it 
against  all  the  ungodly,  unless  God  reserve  unto  himself  a  peculiar  privi- 
lege and  dispensation.  Even  so,  David  from  his  heart  wished  that  his  son 
Absalom  might  be  saved,  when  he  said :  '  Absalom  my  son,  Absalom  my 
son,"  yet  he  certainly  believed  that  he  was  damned,  and  bewailed  him^ 
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not  only  in  that  he  died  corporally,  but  was  also  lost  everlastingly ;  for  he 
knew  that  he  died  in  rebellion,  in  incest,  and  that  he  had  hunted  his 
father  out  of  the  kingdom." 

Lather^a  Self -Confidence. 

XXXV. 

'*  Bullinger  said  to  me,  he  was  earnest  against  the  sectaries,  as  con- 
temner's of  God's  word,  and  also  against  those  who  dwelt  too  much  on 
the  literal  word,  who,  he  said,  sinned  against  God  and  his  almighty  power, 
as  the  Jews  did  in  naming  the  ark,  God.  But  he  who  holds  a  mean  be- 
tween both,  apprehends  the  right  use  of  the  word  and  the  sacraments. 
To  which  I  answered :  *  By  this  error,  you  separate  the  word  from  the 
spirit ;  those  who  preach  and  teach  the  word,  from  God  who  works  it, 
the  ministers  who  baptize,  from  God  who  commands  baptism.  You  hold 
that  the  Holy  Ghost  is  given  and  works  without  the  word,  which  word, 
you  say,  is  an  eternal  sign  and  mark  to  find  the  spirit  that  already  pos- 
sesses the  heart ;  so  that,  according  to  you,  if  the  word  find  not  the  spirit, 
but  an  ungodly  person,  then  it  is  not  God's  word ;  thus  defining  and 
fixing  the  word,  not  according  to  God,  who  speaks  it,  but  according  as 
people  entertain  and  receive  it.  Tou  grant  that  to  be  God's  word,  which 
purifies  and  brings  peace  and  life ;  but  when  it  works  not  in  the  ungodly, 
it  is  not  God's  word.  You  teach  that  the  outward  word  is  as  an  object 
or  picture,  signifying  and  representing  something ;  you  measure  its  use 
only  according  to  the  matter,  as  a  hmnan  creature  speaks  for  himself;  you 
will  not  grant  that  God's  word  is  an  instrument  tlurough  which  the  Holy 
Ghost  works  and  accomplishes  his  work,  and  prepares  a  beginning  to 
righteousness  or  justification. 

*' '  A  true  Christian  must  hold  for  certain  that  the  Word  which  is  de- 
livered and  preached  to  the  wicked,  the  dissemblers,  and  the  ungodly,  is 
as  much  God's  Word  as  that  which  is  preached  to  godly,  upright  Chris'^ 
tians,  and  that  the  true  Christian  Church  is  among  sinners,  where  good 
and  bad  are  mingled  together.  And  that  the  Word,  whether  it  produce 
fruit  or  no,  is,  nevertheless,  God's  strength,  which  saves  all  that  believe 
therein.  Clearly,  it  will  also  judge  the  ungodly  (John  c.  v.),  otherwise, 
these  might  plead  a  good  excuse  before  God,  that  they  ought  not  to  be 
condemned,  since  they  had  not  had  God's  word,  and  consequently  could 
not  have  received  it.  But  I  teach  that  the  preacher's  words,  absolutions, 
and  sacraments,  are  not  his  words  or  works,  but  God's,  cleansing,  ab- 
solving, binding,  etc. ;  we  are  but  the  instruments  or  assistants,  by  whom 
God  works.  You  say,  it  is  the  man  that  preaches,  reproves,  absolves, 
comforts,  etc.,  though  it  is  God  that  cleanses  the  hearts  and  forgives ;  but 
I  say,  God  himself  preaches,  threatens,  reproves,  afirights,  comforts,  ab- 
solves, administers  the  sacraments,  etc.  As  our  Saviour  Christ  says: 
"  Whoso  heareth  you,  heareth  me  r  and  what  ye  loose  on  earth,  shall  be 
loosed  in  heaven,'  etc.  And  again :  *'  It  is  not  you  that  speak,  but  the 
Spirit  of  your  Father  which  speaketh  in  you." 

"  ^  I  am  sUre  and  certain,  when  I  go  up  to  the  pulpit  to  preach  or 
read,  that  it  is  not  my  word  I  speak,  but  that  my  tongue  is  the  pen  of  a 
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ready  writer,  as  the  Psalmist  has  it.  €k)d  speaks  in  the  prophets  and 
men  of  God,  as  St.  Peter  in  his  epistle  says :  ''  The  holy  men  of  God 
spake  as  they  were  moved  by  the  Holy  Ghost."  Therefore  we  must  not 
separate  or  part  God  and  man»  according  to  our  natural  reason  and  under- 
standing. In  like  manner,  every  bearer  must  say :  I  hear  not  St.  Paul, 
St.  Peter,  or  a  man  speak,  but  God  himself. 

" '  If  I  were  addicted  to  God's  Word  at  all  times  alike,  and  always 
had  snch  love  and  desire  thereunto  as  sometimes  I  have,  then  should  I 
account  myself  the  most  blessed  man  on  earth.  But  the  loving  apostle, 
St.  Paul,  failed  also  herein,  as  he  complains,  with  sighs,  saying :  **  I  see 
another  law  in  my  members  warring  against  the  law  of  my  mind." 
Should  the  Word  be  false,  because  it  bears  not  always  fruit  P  The  search 
after  the  Word  has  been,  from  the  beginning  of  the  world,  the  source  of 
great  danger;  few  people  can  hit  it,  unless  God,  through  his  Holy  Spirit, 
teach  it  them  in  their  hearts.' 

"  Bullinger,  having  attentively  listened  to  this  discourse,  knelt  down, 
and  uttered  these  words,  '  0,  happy  hour  that  brought  me  to  hear  this 
man  of  God,  the  chosen  vessel  of  the  Lord,  declaring  his  truth !  I  abjure 
and  utterly  renounce  my  former  errors,  thus  beaten  down  by  God's  infal- 
lible Word.'  He  then  arose  and  threw  his  arms  around  Luther's  neck, 
both  shedding  joyful  tears." 

iMther^a  Pugnacity. 
cccxix. 

"  I  never  work  better  than  when  I  am  inspired  by  anger ;  whew  I  am 
angry,  I  can  write,  pray,  and  preseh  well,  for  then  my  whole  temperaaKnt 
is  quickened,  my  understanding  sharpened,  and  all  mundane  vexations 
and  temptations  depart." 

cccxx. 

"  Dr.  Justus  Jonas  asked  me  if  the  thoughts  and  words  of  the  pro- 
phet Jeremiah  were  Christianlike,  when  he  cursed  the  day  of  his  birth.  I 
said :  We  must  now  and  then  wake  up  our  Lord  God  with  such  words. 
Jeremiah  had  cause  to  murmur  in  this  way.  Did  not  our  Saviour  Christ 
say :  *  O  faithless  and  perverse  generation.  How  long  shall  I  be  with 
you,  and  suffer  you.'  Moses  also  took  God  in  hand,  where  he  said : 
'  Wherefore  hast  thou  afflicted  thy  servant  ?  Have  I  conceived  all  this 
people  ?     Have  I  begotten  them  ?  ' " 

Lwiher^s  Superstition. 

DLXXIV. 

"  The  greatest  punishment  God  can  inffictr  on  the  wicked,  is  when  the 
Church,  to  chastise  them,  delivers  them  over  to  Satan^  who,  with  God's 
permission,  kills  them,  or  makes  them  undergo  great  calamities.  Many 
devils  are  in  woods,  in  waters,  in  wildernesses,  and  in  dark  pooly  places, 
ready  to  hurt  and  prejudice  people;  some  are  also  in  the  thick  black 
douds,  which  cause  hail,  lightnings,  and  thunderings,  and  poison  the  air, 
the  pastures  and  grounds.     When  these  things  happen,. then  the  philoso*- 
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phers  and  physicians  say,  it  is  natural,  ascribing  it  to  tlie  planets,  and 
shewing  I  know  not  what  reasons  for  such  misfortunes  and  plagues  as 
ensue." 

DLXXXI. 

"August 25, 1538,  the  conversation  fell  upon  witches  who  spoil  milk, 
eggs,  and  butter  in  farm-yards.  Dr.  Luther  said  ;  *  I  should  have  no 
compassion  on  these  witches ;  I  would  burn  all  of  them.  We  read  in  the 
old  law,  that  the  priests  threw  the  first  stone  at  such  malefactors.  'Tis 
said  this  stolen  butter  turns  rancid,  and  falls  to  the  ground  when  any  one 
goes  to  eat  it.  He  who  attempts  to  counteract  and  chastise  these  witches, 
is  himself  corporeally  plagued  and  tormented  by  their  master,  the  devil. 
Sundry  schoolmasters  and  ministers  have  often  experienced  this.  Our 
ordinary  sins  offend  and  anger  God.  What,  then,  must  be  his  wrath 
against  witchcraft,  which  we  may  justly  designate  high  treason  against 
divine  majesty,  a  revolt  against  the  infinite  power  .of  God.  The  juris- 
consults who  have  so  learnedly  and  pertinently  treated  of  rebellion,  affirm 
that  the  subject  who  rebels  against  his  sovereign^  is  worthy  of  death. 
Does  not  witchcraft,  then,  merit  death,  which  is  a  revolt  of  the  creature 
against  the  Creator,  a  denial  to  God  of  the  authority  it  accords  to  the 
demon?'" 

DLXXXH. 

"  Dr.  Luther  discoursed  at  length  concerning  witchcraft  and  charms. 
He  said,  thiUi  his  mother  had  had  to  undergo  infinite  annoyance  from  one 
of  her  neighbours,  who  was  a  witch^  and  whom  she  was  fain  to  conciliate 
with  all  sorts  of  attentions ;  for  this  witch  could  throw  a  charm  upon  chil- 
dren, which  made  them  cry  themselves  to  death.  A  pastor  having 
punished  her  for  some  knavery,  she  cast  a  speU  upon  him  by  means  of 
some  earth  upon  which  he  had  walked,  and  which  she  bewitched.  The 
poor  man  hereupon  fell  sick  of  a  malady  which  no  remedy  could  remove, 
and  shortly  after  died." 

DLXXXIV. 

"  When  I  was  young,  some  one  told  me  this  story :  Satan  had,  in 
vain,  set  all  his  craft  and  subtlety  at  work  to  separate  a  mamed  pair  that 
lived  together  in  perfect  harmony  and  love.  At  last,  having  concealed  a 
razor  under  each  of  their  piUows,  he  visited  the  husband,  disguised  as  an 
old  woman,  and  told  him  that  his  wife  had  formed  the  project  of  killing 
him  ;  he  next  told  the  same  thing  to  the  wife.  The  husband,  finding  the 
razor  under  his  wife's  pillow,  became  furious  with  anger  at  her  supposed 
wickedness,  and  cut  her  throat.     So  powerful  is  Satan  in  his  malice." 

DXCVI. 

"  The  apostle  gives  this  title  to  the  devil :  *  That  he  hath  the  power 
of  death."  And  Christ  calls  him  a  murderer.  He  is  so  skilled,  that  he 
is  able  to  cause  death  even  with  the  leaf  of  a  tree ;  he  has  more  boxes 
and  pots  full  of  poisons,  wherewith  he  destroys  men,  than  all  the  apothe- 
caries in  the  world  have  of  healing  medicine ;  if  one  poison  will  not  dis- 
patch, another  will.  In  a  word,  the  power  of  the  devil  is  greater  than  we 
can  imagine ;  'tis  only  God's  finger  can  resist  him." 
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DXCYin. 

**  Satan  plagues  and  torments  people  all  manner  of  ways.  Some  he 
affrights  in  their  sleep,  with  heavy  dreams  and  visions,  so  that  the  whole 
body  sweats  in  anguish  of  heart.  Some  he  leads,  sleeping,  out  of  their 
beds  and  chambers  up  into  high  dangerous  places,  so  that  if,  by  the  loving 
angels  who  are  about  them,  they  were  not  preserved,  he  would  throw  them 
down,  and  cause  their  death.  The  superstitious  Papists  say,  that  these 
sleep-walkers  are  persons  who  have  never  been  baptized ;  or,  if  they  have 
been,  that  the  priest  was  drunk  when  he  administered  the  sacrament." 

Luther^s  Opinions  of  the  Holy  Scriptures. 

XXYII. 

"  Saint  John  the  Evangelist  speaks  majestically,  yet  with  veiy  plain 
and  simple  words ;  as  where  he  says :  *  In  the  beginning  was  the  Word, 
and  the  Word  was  with  God,  and  the  Word  was  God.  The  same  was  in 
the  beginning  with  God.  All  things  were  made  by  him,  and  without 
him  was  not  anything  made  that  was  made.  In  him  was  life,  and  the  life 
was  the  light  of  men.  And  the  light  shineth  in  darkness,  and  the  dark- 
ness comprehendeth  it  not.* 

"See  how  he  describes  God  the  Creator,  and  also  his  creatures,  in 
plain,  clear  language,  as  with  a  sunbeam.  If  one  of  our  philosophers  or 
high  learned  men  had  described  them,  what  wonderful  swelling  and  high- 
trotting  words  would  he  have  paraded,  de  ente  et  eMentid,  so  that  no  man 
could  have  understood  what  he  meant.  'Tis  a  great  lesson,  how  mighty 
divine  truth  is,  which  presses  through,  though  she  be  hemmed  in  ever  so 
closely;  the  more  she  is  read,  the  more  she  moves  and  takes  possession  of 
the  heart." 
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ON  THE  COMING  OF  ''THE  SHIIiOH."-Gen.  zliz.  10. 

Bishop  Newton  says:  "However  the  word  'Shiloh^  is  ex- 
plained^ whether  it  signifies  '  He  who  is  to  be  sent ^^  or  ^  the  peace- 
maker ^^  or  any  other  of  the  senses  usually  given  by  interpreters, 
'  the  Messiah '  is  the  person  plainly  intended ;  and  ^  the  lawgiver 
from  between  the  feety  means  there  should  not  be  wanting  a 
judge  of  the  race  and  posterity  of  Judah,  according  to  the 
Hebrew  phrase  of  '  children  coming  from  between  the  feet/  until 
the  times  foretold.  The  promise  meant  that  that  tribe  should 
continue,  amongst  the  departures  of  all  the  others,  with  rulers 
and  judges  and  governors  of  its  own,  till  the  coming  of  the 
Messiah.  In  their  captivity,  therefore,  they  had  rulers  and 
governors  of  their  own,  and  these  existed  even  in  our  Saviour^s 
time,  though  their  power  in  capital  cases  was  abridged.  The 
sceptre  was  then  departing,  and  in  about  forty  years  it  was 
totally  gone :  their  city  was  taken,  and  from  that  time  they 
have  never  formed  one  body  or  society,  but  have  lived  without  a 
ruler,  without  a  lawgiver,  and  without  supreme  authority  and 
government  in  any  part  of  the  earth." 

The  prophecy  is  full  of  obscurity,  and  truly  oracular,  and 
can  only  be  read  with  a  double  application,  in  its  two  particulars ; 
first,  of  a  departure  of  an  old  existing  authority  in  Judah ;  and 
next  of  the  departure  of  a  lawgiver  out  of  the  earthly  state  of 
that  family,  in  the  sense  of  a  new  beginning  to  a  future  do- 
minion;— as  the  Scripture  writes  of  the  departure  of  Ashur 
out  of  the  families  of  Shinar,  "out  of  that  land  went  forth 
Ashur."  (Gen.  x.  11.)  For  so  Christ,  the  true  "Lawgiver''  of 
the  world,  went  forth  out  of  Judah  at  the  time  appointed : — yet, 
as  he  had  ruled  in  Judah  before  his  own  departure  from  the 
earth ;  for  the  Scripture  declares  of  that  tribe,  "  Judah  is  my 
lawgiver ;"  and  that  earthly  domination  in  this  favoured  tribe 
ceased  with  our  Lord^s  coming ;  in  that  sense,  the  departure  from 
Judah  of  its  human  authority  is  also  conveyed  by  the  prophecy. 
There  is  great  doubt  about  the  meaning  of  the  "  word  "  Shiloh ; 
which  the  Septuagint  does  not  apply  to  a  person  at  all,  but  to 
"a  system  of  things  accomplished;''  and  we  should  be  glad  if 
some  of  the  Hebraists  of  the  «7.  S.  L.  would  be  good  enough  to 
say,  whether  any  ambiguity  exists  in  the  original  of  the  word 
which  is  rendered  *'  depart "  in  the  English  Version.  Cannot  it 
be  applied,  as  we  apply  the  expression  to  "go  out"  in  its  two 
senses  of  a  "local  change;"  as  in  the  passage  above  quoted  from 
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Genesis;  and  in  that  of  "  a  departure  or  failure*^  of  an  existing 
state  or  condition,  as  the  *' going  out ''  of  a  candle?  For  while 
the  English  translation  renders  the  word  ^'depart,''  as  a  change 
of  location ;  the  Septuagint  renders  it  by  itcXelyfrei,  which  the 
Latin  answers  by  "deficiet/*  and  the  English  **fail;^'  in  the 
sense  of  '*  the  going  out"  of  a  candle,  or  an  eclipse  of  the  sun's 
light. 

This  Oreek  version  is  very  deserving  of  attention.  "^Ovk 
ikKei^i  &frvrov  i^  *IA8a,  koX  ijydfievo^  iic  r&y  fjuqp&v  outh,  I09 
idv  eXJdri  ra  airoKelfieva  aintSr  koX  axno^  irpoaSoic(a  kdv&v" 
*'  Non  deficiet  princeps  d  Jud&  et  Dux  h  femoribus  ejus,  donee 
veniant  qu»  ei  sunt  reposita;  et  ipse  est  expectatio  Gentium/^ 
As  we  would  interpret  the  verb  of  this  sentence,  the  parallel 
expressions,  apyfov  ef  ^I6Sa,  and  fjy&fievo^  ix  r&v  fi/qp&v  avT&, 
must  have  different  applications.  For  if  we  could  say,  *'go  out 
from"  in  the  sense  of  a  new  origination  out  of  this  tribe,  we 
should  render  it  thus,  ''A  prince  shall  not  go  forth  out  of  Judah, 
and  a  ruler  from  between  his  feet,  or  that  is  bom  of  his  tribe, 
until  the  things  ordained,  to  be  fulfilled  by  that  tribe,  have  been 
accomplished;  and  that  prince  and  ruler,  who  shall  go  forth,  is 
he  whom  the  Gentiles  expect.'^  This  sense  is  very  dear ;  but  if 
we  adopt  the  other  sense,  or  the  English  ^'fail,''  the  words 
apxa>v  and  ff^&fievo^  must  have,  not  an  indefinite  meaning,  but 
an  application  to  some  specific  person;  and  then  the  reading 
must  be, — "  The  prince  of  the  tribe  of  Judah,  and  ruler  born 
of  his  tribe,  who  is  that  ruler  the  Gentiles  expect,  shall  not  fail 
to  Judah  until,''  etc.  For  the  word  "/at/"  can  only  apply  to 
what  has  gone  before,  and  that  sceptre  which  Judah  had  held 
over  the  Jewish  people.  But  of  such  a  sceptre  or  dominion  in 
its  Jewish  development,  it  could  never  be  said  that  it  formed  the 
expectation  of  the  Gentiles;  and  it  is  obvious  the  oracular 
finger  points  to  9^  particular  person,  who  should  be  he,  in  whom 
that  power  should  fail  or  cease  from  its  past  development ;  and 
then  the  definite  article  must  be  supplied : — the  double  sense  in- 
dicating in  that  person,  both  the  termination  in  him  of  the 
sceptre  and  authority  of  Judah,  and  the  origin  of  another 
power,  which  would  be  that  the  Gentiles  looked  for.  The  two 
applications  are  so  suitable  to  the  events,  that  it  seems  probable 
both  were  intended ;  and  if  the  verb  has  at  all  a  doubtful  or 
double  intention  in  it,  it  may  be  taken  that  such  is  the  case. 

But  the  inference  that  follows  necessarily  is,  that  ^^  the 
failure  "  of  the  sceptre  and  ruler  took  place  in  the  very  person 
of  our  Lord ;  as  well  as  the  '^  going  forth  "  of  the  new  authority 
into  the  world.  And  in  that  view  it  is  of  some  importance,  that 
the  events  of  our  Lord's  condemnation  and  of  his  death  should 
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be  ass^ed  to  their  proper  powers;  in  order  to  make  it  evident 
that  the  condemnation  took  place  under  the  sceptre  which  was 
still  existing  in  himself^  though  he  was  hidden  from  the' eyes  of 
his  people  in  his  true  character.  The  history^  we  think^  does 
shew  that  Christ  was  condemned  by  the  high  priests  and  coun- 
cil ;  and  that  the  execution  of  the  sentence  only  was  that  which 
took  place  under  the  Roman  governor^  affcer  he  had  been  deli- 
vered over  to  him  by  that  assembly.  The  point  in  that  ac- 
count, when  the  ''sceptre^'  departed  from  Judah,  will  there- 
fore be  found  in  that  incident,  which  is  stated  in  St.  John's 
narrative,  when  Pilate  finally  put  the  question  to  the  rulers, 
"  Shall  I  crudfy  your  King  ? — and  the  chief  priests  answered, 
We  have  no  king  but  Caesar : — and  then  delivered  he  him  there- 
fore to  be  crucified  *'  (John  xix.  15).  St.  Matthew  plainly  shews 
that  this  delivery  was  to  the  soldiers, — '^  then  released  he  Ba- 
rabbas  unto  them,  and  when  he  had  scourged  Jesus  he  delivered 
him  to  be  crucified :  then  the  soldiers  of  the  governor  took 
Jesus,''  etc.  All  the  commentators  consider  that  the  Roman 
soldiery  were  engaged  in  the  capture  of  our  Lord  in  the  garden 
of  Gethsemane :  it  seems  to  us  that  such  could  not  be  the  case ; 
and  that  it  militates  against  the  above  prophecy,  that  the  full 
judicial  power  should  be  in  the  Jews  up  to  the  last  act  of  that  fatal 
drama ;  which,  by  that  authority  in  its  usurped  phase,  delivered 
the  Lord  of  Life  into  the  hands  of  the  destroyer;  and  with  their 
king  surrendeared  the  dominion  of  their  own  nation  into  the 
same  captivity. 

Under  this  view  it  becomes  a  question  of  considerable  in- 
terest, whether  the  general  view  of  commentators  on  this  his- 
tory, that  the  arrest  of  our  L(»rd  was  made  by  the  aid  of  the 
Boman  power,  may  not  be  an  erroneous  one.  The  first  delivery 
of  Jesus  to  the  soldiers  of  the  governor  appears  to  us,  as  we 
have  said,  to  be  clearly  intimated  to  be  after  the  final  rejection 
of  those  appeals  which  Pilate  made  for  the  release  of  our  Lord 
and  the  sacrifice  of  ^^{trabbas ;  and  the  first  '  access '  of  our 
Lord's  case  to  his  tribunal,  appears  equally  plainly  intimated,  as 
proceeding  from  the  Jews'  own  delivery  of  him  to  Pilate,  who 
says  to  them  in  the  first  instance,  "  Ye  have  brought  this  man 
unto  me,  as  one  that  perverteth  the  people"  (Luke  xxiii.  14). 

That  our  Lord  was  condemned  by  the  judgment  of  the 
Jewish  Council  can  hardly  be  disputed.  They  sought  false 
witness  against  him  to  put  hin^to  death;  and  when  they  could 
not  succeed  in  that  course,  the  high  priest's  adjuration  of  our 
Lord  himself  obtained  the  witness  he  required.  "  What  need 
have  we  of  witnesses,"  he  said ;  ^'  behold  now  ye  have  heard  his 
blasphemy,  what  think  ye?"    And  the  Council  answered  and 
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said,  ''  He  is  ghUtv  of  death''  (Matt.  xxvi.  66).  This  was  the 
sentence  of  a  legal  condemnation ;  and  under  the  old  law,  sach 
a  sentence  was  followed  by  the  condemned  person  being  led  oat 
of  the  city,  and  stoned  by  the  people :  and  thongh  the  Romans 
had  reserved  the  power  of  the  law  to  themselves  in  its  execution, 
its  decrees  were  not  disregarded,  but  esecuted  under  examina- 
tion of  their  propriety  by  the  military  power :  in  the  same  way 
as  the  decrees  of  the  Roman  Church  were  executed  by  the  civil 
powers  of  the  middle  ages,  upon  delivering  one  of  their  con- 
demned criminals  with  a  proper  libel  or  record  of  the  condem- 
nation. Complete  evidence  is  given  of  this  act  of  condemnation 
b^  the  *  Council*  in  what  follows ;  that  '*  then  did  they  spit  upon 
him  and  buffeted  him '/'  for  this  was  the  licence  exercised  to  a 
criminal  under  condemnation.  The  act  of  Judas  bespeaks  the 
same  completeness  of  the  fiat  of  condemnation ;  for  the  account 
of  his  end  is ;  *'  that  when  he  saw  our  Lord  was  condemned,'' 
he  took  steps  to  have  the  decree  changed,  by  declaring  that  Us 
own  testimony  was  false;  which  he  would  not  have  fdlen  into 
despair  about,  if  any  appeal  had  been  open  to  another  tribunal; 
or  that  Pilate  could  have  reversed  the  sentence.  For  he  would 
have  gone  to  Pilate,  and  made  confession  of  his  falsehood  there. 
Having  condemned  our  Lord,  upon  his  own  confession,  the  his- 
tory continues;  ''when  the  morning  was  come,  the  chief  priests 
and  elders  of  the  people  took  counsel  against  Jesus  to  put  him 
to  death."  Having  already  condemned  him,  they  proceeded  to 
take  the  necessary  steps  to  have  their  judgment  executed.  So 
"  they  bound  Jesus,  and  led  him  at  once  to  Pontius  Pilate  the 
governor."  There,  he  is  indeed  interrogated  by  the  Roman 
ruler  as  to  the  charge  made  against  him,  and  the  cause  of  his 
condemnation  enquir^  into ;  but  there  is  nothing  like  a  trial  of 
the  charge  before  Pilate,  nor  anything  more  shewn  than  a  mi- 
nisterial function,  acting  with  supreme  authority  indeed,  but 
under  that  sort  of  conventional  trust,  which  obliged  the  provin- 
cial governors  to  observe  the  local  laws  o£  their  provinces  as  far 
as  might  be.  It  is  plain  Pilate  saw  from  the  first  that  the  charge 
was  a  malicious  one,  and  endeavoured  to  avoid  executing  it ; 
and  while  he  felt  bound  to  execute  a  decree,  legally  made  by  the 
local  authorities,  he  did  everything  in  his  power  to  turn  the 
obligation  aside,  and  escape  from  the  necessity  imposed  upon 
him  :  his  endeavour  to  avail  himself  of  the  paschal  amnesty  to 
one  criminal,  shews  this  in  the  most  absolute  manner;  for  it 
was  a  plain  confession  that  our  Lord  was  under  a  legal  sen- 
tence of  death,  from  which  that  customary  amnesty  alone  could 
save  him. 

The  whole  character  of  the  proceeding  is  shewn  by  St.  John's 
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gospel^  in  the  two  instances  where  Pilate  attempts  to  excuse 
himself  from  executing  the  sentence.  First,  when  on  Jesus 
being  brought  into  the  hall  of  judgment,  he  asks  the  high  priest 
and  those  that  had  led  our  Lord  to  him,  "What  accusation 
bring  you  against  this  man?'^  to  which  they  respond,  "If  he 
were  not  a  malefactor,  we  would  not  have  delivered  him  up 
unto  thee;'^  plainly  claiming  the  right  of  adjudicating  upon 
him:  "then  said  Pilate,  Take  him  and  judge  him  according 
to  your  law.'*  From  this,  it  is  plain  that  this  colloquy  was  the 
first  notice  the  governor  had  of  the  pending  litigation ;  for  the 
council  which  he  recommends  had  already  met  and  tried  the 
case,  to  which  it  was  evident  Pilate  was  not  privy ;  he  could  not 
therefore  have  used  his  military  power  in  the  first  part  of  the 
proceedings.  But  the  Jews,  taking  the  case  as  it  stood,  an- 
swered him  in  reference  solely  to  the  execution  of  their  sentence ; 
for  they  replied  to  Pilate's  suggestion,  "  It  is  not  lawful  for  us 
to  put  any  man  to  death.''  After  this  Pilate  entered  upon  the 
enquiries  he  made  of  our  Lord  himself;  for  though  the  council 
had  condemned  our  Lord  upon  the  ground  of  blasphemy,  and 
for  that  sought  his  death,  it  is  plain  they  first  made  the  charge 
of  a  treason  to  the  Roman  supremacy  the  ground  of  their 
delivering  him  up  for  punishment  by  the  Roman  power ;  for 
Pilate's  enquiries  are  at  once  directed  to  that  point,  "  art  thou 
the  King  of  the  Jews?'*  He  was  soon  satisfied,  upon  our  Lord's 
declaring  that  he  was  such  a  King,  but  that  his  kingdom  was 
not  of  this  world,  that  the  Being  who  stood  before  him  was  no 
temporal  rival  of  the  Roman  power,  but  if  of  any  authority  at 
all,  it  was  only  of  such  as  was  of  a  divine  nature.  After  this 
St.  Matthew  relates  that  Pilate  endeavoured  to  get  our  Lord 
released  under  the  paschal  amnesty;  but  that,  when  the  people 
chose  Barabbas,  he  at  once  delivered  him  to  the  soldiers  to  be 
crucified.  But  St.  John  makes  another  stage  in  the  process ; 
and  that  after  the  choice  of  Barabbas,  and  when  Pilate  had 
scourged  our  Lord  and  the  soldiers  had  mocked  him,  he 
brought  Jesus  forth,  wearing  the  crown  of  thorns  and  the 
purple  robe,  and  then  again,  to  the  cries  of  the  people  to  cru- 
cify him,  "  Pilate  said.  Take  ye  him  and  crucify  him,  for  I  find 
no  fault  in  him"  (John  xix.  6).  Having  thus  failed  in  the 
charge  of  treason,  "  the  Jews  answered.  We  have  a  law,  and  by 
our  law  he  ought  to  die,  because  he  made  himself  the  Son  of 
God."  Pilate  was  then  more  afraid  than  before  of  sacrificing 
the  innocent  person  before  him ;  and  again  he  went  back  into 
the  judgment-hall  and  took  our  Lord  with  him,  and  there  again 
questioned  him  of  himself  and  his  condition ;  and  from  thence- 
forth, says  St.  John,  Pilate  sought  to  release  him,  but  the  Jews 
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cried  out,  ''If  thou  let  this  man  go,  thoa  art  not  Caesar's 
firiend  ;'^  which  when  Pilate  heard  he  finally  brought  Jesus  forth, 
and  sat  down  in  the  seat  of  judgment,  and  said  to  the  Jews, 
''Behold  your  King :  and  the  chief  priest  answered.  We  have  no 
king  but  CsBsar :  then  deliyered  he  him  therefore  to  them  to  be 
crucified/' 

The  whole  proceeding  was  an  erident  controyersy  between 
the  Roman  governor  and  the  Jewish  priesthood  as  to  the  execu- 
tion of  a  judgment;  which  the  latter  claimed  to  have  right  to 
pass  upon  a  malefactor  against  their  law,  and  which  at  last  Pilate 
submitted  to  give  effect  to.  St.  Luke  speaks  of  the  sentence 
entirely  in  this  way,  "  And  Pilate  gave  sentence  that  it  should 
be  as  they  required''  (xziii.  24). 

It  is  as  plain  as  words  can  make  it,  that  Pilate  was  a  most 
unwilling  agent  in  the  death  of  our  Lord,  and  would  have 
excused  himself  fix>m  awarding  the  judgment  he  passed  upon 
him.  Whether  such  an  obligation  existed  in  the  nature  of  his 
office  to  fulfil  the  decrees  of  the  Jewish  council,  as  may  excuse 
his  act  before  the  throne  of  the  Judge  Eternal,  no  mortal  may 
venture  to  affirm.  That  a  certain  obligation  lay  upon  him  to 
execute  the  judgments  of  the  Jewish  rulers  was  quite  necessary, 
so  long  as  the  shadow  of  a  judicial  power  was  left  to  them ;  and 
by  a  process  similar,  though  perhaps  somewhat  less  formal  in 
its  kind,  as  happened  under  the  writ  "de  comburendis  here- 
ticis  "  in  Roman  Catholic  communities. 

The  introduction  of  the  Roman  military  into  the  antecedent 
proceedings  of  the  Jewish  factions,  appears  then  to  be  quite  out 
of  keeping  with  the  prophetic  type  of  this  great  event.  Its 
whole  character  would  be  lost,  if  it  was  not  the  Jews  themselves, 
but  the  Roman  power,  which  cut  off  the  Messiah  in  the  midst 
of  his  age  :  his  rejection  could  only  be  by  those  who  were  his 
own  people. 

It  seems  to  us  then,  that  the  notion  of  our  Lord's  capture 
in  the  garden  by  a  Roman  military  force,  is  an  error.  There 
is  absolutely  nothing  in  the  whole  of  the  accounts,  that  gives  any 
sanction  to  that  view,  except  that  in  one  place  St.  John  uses  the 
word,  "chiliarch,"  for  the  officer  of  the  band  that  took  him.  That 
word  is  undoubtedly  applied  to  military  command  only  in  its 
general  acceptation ;  and  it  cannot  be  denied  that  it  occasions 
great  difficulty  to  the  view  here  contended  for :  but  the  question 
is,  whether  its  use  is  conclusive  against  many  reasons  for  sup- 
posing it  erroneously  inserted.  Before  touching  upon  St.  John's 
account,  however,  we  will  briefly  refer  to  those  of  the  other 
gospels,  relating  to  the  events  of  our  Lord's  capture  in  the 
garden. 
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Of  these  St.  Matthew's  and  St.  Mark's  are  the  same;  that 
'*  immediately  while  he  yet  spake  (referring  to  our  Lord's  conver- 
sation with  his  apostles)  came  Judas^  one  of  the  twelve^  and  with 
him  a  great  multitude  (i^Xo?  7ro\u9,  a  great  crowd  of  people)  with 
swords  and  staves^  from  the  chief  priests^  and  scribes^  and  elders 
of  the  people/'  Mark  xiv.  43 ;  "  and  Jesus  said  unto  them.  Are 
ye  come  out  as  against  a  thief,  with  swords  and  with  staves  to 
take  me?"  (ver.  48).  We  ask,  can  this  be  taken  as  descriptive  of 
an  organized  force  of  military?  Would  Jesus  have  observed 
upon  the  multitude  being  armed,  if  it  was  a  military  band ; — or 
would  the  narrator  have  called  a  military  guard,  a  multitude  at 
all  ?  St.  Luke  follows  pretty  much  in  the  same  track.  *'  While 
he  yet  spake,  behold  a  multitude,  and  he  that  was  called  Judas, 
one  of  the  twelve,  went  before  them."  The  address  of  our  Lord 
to  this  assembly  is  the  same  as  given  by  the  two  preceding  evan- 
gelists :  but  St.  Luke  designates  the  parties  to  whom  he  spoke, 
as  the  ''  chief  priests  and  captains  of  the  temple,"  arparrfy^^  t5 
^lepS.  Now  this  expression,  Schleusner  informs  us,  is  rendered 
in  the  Syriac,  by  what  is  answerable  in  the  Latin  to  ^'  Ducibus 
milituB  templi"  '^ captains  of  the  militia  of  the  temple;"  of 
which  he  shews,  there  was  a  regular  establishment  for  watch  and 
ward,  with  numerous  officers;  whom  Josephus,  no  less  than  St. 
Luke,  designates  oTpaTrjyol :  a  passage  in  the  Acts,  ch.  v.  26, 
calls  the  subordinate  body  to  these  (rrparrnol,  inrffpirac,  or  "ser- 
vants'^  in  some  certain  office  or  ministration.  In  their  ministry 
as  custodes  and  watchers  of  the  temple,  they  were  essentially  the 
same  as  our  disciplined  police.  The  scripture  word  for  soldiers 
is  uniformly  arparidyrai. 

St.  John's  gospel  refers  to  this  assembly  of  captors  in  two 
passages ;  first  in  chap,  xviii.  3,  where  he  relates  that  "  Judas, 
having  received  a  band  of  men  and  officers  from  the  chief  priests 
and  Pharisees,  cometh  with  lanterns  and  torches  and  weapons :" 
in  which  the  non-military  character  of  the  band  is  still  more 
marked  by  the  accompaniment  of  the  lanterns  and  torches; 
which  were  very  suitable  to  a  midnight  mob  of  city  constables, 
but  not  at  all  to  a  Roman  guard  of  soldiery.  In  this  passage 
the  apostle  uses  the  word  '^  (nrelpav,"  which  has  a  military  sig- 
nification, where  soldiers  are  in  question ;  but  has  an  unmilitary 
meaning  where  otherwise  employed,  and  signifies  ^'  a  multitude" 
or  band  of  people,  with  as  indeterminate  a  meaning  as  the  Eng- 
lish word  has ;  and  so  exactly  answers  to  a  company  of  irregular 
police  sent  upon  such  a  mission.  The  word,  which  is  englished 
here,  "  officers  from  the  chief  priests  and  Pharisees/'  is  that 
which  in  the  Acts  denotes  the  general  ministering  body  or  guard 
of  the  temple,  ''  virnpira^ ;"  so  that  we  still  have  the  two  parts 
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of  such  "  a  body  "  as  is  spoken  of  in  the  Acts ;  as  forming  the 
common  ''guard/'  for  external  dnty  beyond  the  precincts  of  the 
temple : — namely,  the  police  force  and  its  officers ;  only  St.  Liuke 
describes  it  by  the  name  of  captains  with  their  ministering  array ; 
and  St.  John,  by  that  of  "  the  band  with  its  ministering  officers 
from  the  chief  priests ;''  St.  Luke's  captains,  being  select  per- 
sons out  of  the  superior  authorities  of  the  temple;  and  St. 
John's  vmipkra^^  being  selected  worthies  out  of  the  same  body, 
exercising  a  command  over  their  appointed  band. 

The  descriptions  in  John  xviii.  3,  and  Acts  ▼.  26,  appear 
then  to  apply  to  the  very  same  oi^anized  domestic  force  of  the 
Jewish  temple,  though  varied  in  the  denomination  of  its  divi- 
sional elements ;  and  that  force  exactly  answers  to  the  police 
of  the  temple,  which  Schleusner,  under  the  authority  of  Josephus, 
describes  as  the  common  guard  of  the  priesthood. 

The  other  passage  of  St.  John  contains  the  exceptional 
word  we  have  referred  to,  and  occurs  at  ver.  12  of  the  same 
eighteenth  chapter ;  only  nine  verses  in  fact  below  the  first  pas- 
sage :  '^Then  the  band  and  the  captain  (v^X/a/9;^09),  and  the 
officers  of  the  Jews  took  Jesus  and  bound  him,  and  led  him 
away  to  Annas."  The  word  '  chiliarch,*  is  purely  military,  and 
its  insertion  alters  the  character  of  the  history  from  the  first 
account  entirely ;  which  of  itself  is  a  strong  argument  against 
its  genuineness.  The  usual  repetition  of  descriptive  particulars 
so  generally  found  in  the  sacred  writings,  and  indeed  in  all 
ancient  writers,  where  the  same  things  or  the  same  persons  are 
referred  to  in  historical  narratives,  is  here  entirely  broken 
through ;  and  the  whole  transaction  is  changed  in  its  character 
by  an  unusual  departure  fix)m  the  historical  methods  of  the 
period ;  and  this  change  of  description  is  against  the  others' 
accounts  of  the  same  transaction,  as  well  as  of  the  antecedent 
statement  of  St.  John's  own  account.  It  seems  impossible  to 
account  for  this  except  by  supposing  an  interpolation,  or  some 
defectiveness  in  the  original  manuscript;  for  there  is  no  discre- 
pancy in  the  copies  on  this  point,  that  we  are  aware  of.  The 
subject  is  one  on  which  conjecture  only  can  be  ofiered ;  but  the 
words  in  question  occur  in  a  compass  and  position  which  might 
have  given  rise  to  the  variation,  from  an  accidental  abrasion  in 
a  single  line  of  the  original  Gospel.  We  can  only  submit  the 
possible  case,  but  will  not  venture  to  give  an  opinion  upon  the 
matter  in  the  affirmative.  The  passage  in  the  first  account  at 
verse  3  is  thus  written : — 

Kal  iic  T&v  afy)(iAp(ov  icaX  <f>apiaaUov  virripeTa^, 

If  this  description  were  obliterated  in  the  second  position  in 


1 857.]  On  the  Coming  of  "  the  Shiloh."  41 

ver.  12^  the  restorations  might  have  deviated  into  its  present 
form :  thus  the  line  being  found  in  a  mutilated  state^  as  shewn 
in  No.  1^  its  restoration  might  have  been  made  by  the  same 
number  of  letters,  wrongly  as  in  No.  2,  instead  of  rightly  as  in 
No.  3: 

No.  1.     Kal q>px ata)V  innjpera^, 

No.  2.  01  x*^  ...  09  /ecu  TO)!/  I«S  ....  VTrqpera^ 

No.  3.  etc  TODV   .  .  .  lepoDV  Kac  (f>apvar  ....  t/Trrfpera^' 

and  the  sentence  being  restored  thus  m  situ,  the  words  r&v 
^leSalmv  would  have  been  transposed  to  the  end  of  the  sentence 
for  the  sake  of  the  necessary  euphony,  which  the  restorer  would 
find  to  be  required  in  that  change  of  the  description.  The 
hypothesis  of  the  erroneous  insertion  of  this  word  is  strongly 
supported,  by  finding  two  subsequent  references  to  the  same 
party  in  this  account  of  St.  John ;  one,  in  the  history  of  St. 
Peter's  denial,  where  it  is  stated  that  "  the  servants  and  officers 
stood  there,  who  had  made  a  fire  of  coals  and  warmed  them- 
selves, and  Peter  stood  with  them "  (xviii.  18) ;  and  secondly, 
where  upon  our  Lord's  reply  to  the  high  priest,  to  refer  to  those 
who  had  heard  him,  "  one  of  the  officers  which  stood  by  struck 
Jesus  with  the  palm  of  his  hand,  saying,  Answerest  thou  the 
high  priest  so  ?''  (ib.,  22) ;  in  both  of  which  the  same  word  is 
used  as  in  ver.  3,  to  denote  the  leaders  of  the  force  that  took 
our  Lord — ^namely,  the  word  vTrrjpira^ ;  and  it  was  clearly  not  a 
Koman  military  oflScer  who  could  either  have  been  with  the 
attendants  of  the  high  priest,  or  have  taken  upon  him  the 
officious  duty  of  correcting  a  supposed  irreverent  speech  towards 
the  Jewish  high  priest,  by  so  unsoldierlike  a  method. 

Much  stress  is  laid  by  commentators  upon  the  word  aireipa, 
a  band,  as  if  it  necessarily  meant  a  military  division,  which 
went  by  that  designation.  But  it  is  plain  the  word  was  as  com- 
mon and  indefinite  in  its  application,  as  its  English  rendering  is 
with  ourselves;  and  was  applied  to  any  congregated  body  of 
persons,  who  were  banded  together  for  a  common  object.  In 
its  military  use,  it  probably  also  meant  what  in  modern  use  is 
expressed  by  "  corps  ''  or  "  company  f  and  had  both  a  specific 
and  a  general  sense,  as  both  those  words  also  have  in  English. 
For  the  chiliarchs  answered  to  our  lieutenant-colonels,  and  were 
the  commanders  of  separate  divisions  of  a  legion,  consisting  of 
about  one-fourth  part  of  its  entire  strength.  Polybius  informs 
us  that  every  legion  was  divided  into  four  classes,  of  which  there 
was  always  one  superior  division  of  600  men ;  which  probably 
answered  to  our  grenadier  company.  The  rest  of  the  legion 
was  divided  into  three  other  divisions  of  about  1,200  or  1,400 
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men  each;  wbich  were  under  the  command  of  their  proper  c^- 
liarchs.  These  divisions  were  subdivided  into  ten  "Sptrm^*  or 
bands,  which  consequently  comprised  about  120  men  in  each, 
and  these  were  commanded  by  the  centurions :  three  of  these 
spirse  constituted  a  cohort  (Pol.,  lib.  xi.,  23).  But  this  appears 
to  have  been  a  temporary  formation  only  for  occasional  services. 
Schleusner — ^verb,  airetpa — quotes  Lepsius,  De  Militia  Rom., 
lib.  i.|  4,  for  his  authority,  that  this  airelpa  was  formed  of  the 
tenth  part  of  a  legion ;  whereas  it  was  plainly  the  fortieth  part 
according  to  Polybius, — being  the  tenth  part  of  the  chili- 
archates,  or  fourth  of  the  entire  legion.  But  in  either  case  the 
number  appears  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  occasion  of  such  a 
midnight  capture  of  our  Lord  amidst  his  apostles.  It  is  alto- 
gether incredible  besides,  that  if  such  an  armament  was  neces- 
sary to  capture  our  Saviour,  it  would  not  have  been  more 
necessary  at  his  crucifixion;  where  the  Gt)spel  shews  us  very 
plainly,  there  were  only  four  soldiers  present ;  for  the  soldiers 
divided  his  garments  into  four  parts,  to  each  one  of  them  a  part ; 
and  for  his  vesture  did  they  cast  lots. 

This  last  fact  shews  the  non-military  importance  attached  to 
the  proceeding  by  the  Boman  governor;  who  consigned  that 
portion  of  the  duty  to  what  we  should  call  in  England  a  common 
corporal^s  guard.  And  taking  the  whole  of  the  evidences  together, 
it  seems  to  us,  that  the  weight  of  authority  induces  a  conclusion 
that  the  Boman  military  interfered  very  little  with  the  events  of 
our  Lord^s  death ;  and  not  at  all  till  Pilate,  after  repeated  at- 
tempts to  dissuade  the  Jews  to  desist  from  their  purpose  of  putting 
him  to  death,  delivered  our  Lord  over  to  the  common  guard  on 
such  occasions :  a  mere  quaternion  of  soldiers,  with  perhaps  the 
captain  of  their  company  in  attendance,  charged  with  seeing  the 
execution  of  the  sentence.  And  this  is  the  more  probable,  be- 
cause the  prophecy,  which  timed  the  departure  of  the  judicial 
sceptre  fipom  the  Jews,  requires  that  departure  to  concur  with 
the  exact  time,  in  which  the  Jews  rejected  their  proper  king  and 
condemned  themselves  to  another  sceptre,  which  proved  their 
destroyer.  Truly  in  that  cry,  "We  have  no  king  but  Caesar;'^ 
was  terribly  fulfilled  the  former  things ;  "  that  to  the  people, 
who  refused  the  waters  of  Shiloah,  that  went  softly,  and  rejoiced 
in  Bezin  and  Bemaliah^s  son,  the  Lord  brought  up  upon  them 
the  waters  of  the  river  strong  and  many :  even  a  king,  whose 
power  passed  through  Judah,  and  overflowed  even  unto  the 
neck ;  the  stretching  out  of  whose  wings  filled  the  breadth  of 
thy  land,  O  Immanuel  V 

H.  M.  G. 
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THE  LAST  TEAB  OF  OUR  LOED'S  HINISTEY. 

The  purpose  of  the  following  paper  is  to  combine  into  one  con- 
secutive narration  the  accounts  given  by  the  four  evangelists  of 
the  last  year  of  our  Lord's  ministry^  namely^  from  the  feeding 
of  the  five  thousand  to  the  triumphal  entry  into  Jerusalem ;  and 
in  so  doings  we  shall  direct  our  attention  especially  to  the  infor- 
mation which  they  give  us  concerning  his  journeyings  during 
that  period. 

This  is  in  some  respects  one  of  the  most  perplexing  portions 
of  the  gospel  history  to  the  harmonizer ;  and  that  not  so  much 
from  apparent  contradiction  between  one  or  another  of  the 
evangelists^  as  from  their  seeming  to  move  in  altogether  dif- 
ferent spheres  of  narrative.  Matthew  and  Mark  indeed  exhibit 
a  very  close  parallelism ;  but  Luke,  who  from  the  commence- 
ment of  our  Lord's  ministry,  has  generally  been  found  in 
tolerably  exact  accordance  with  either  one  or  the  other  of  them, 
now  branches  off  into  an  altogether  different  track,  inserting 
ten  chapters  which  are  mainly  occupied  with  the  account  of  our 
Lord's  parables  and  other  discourses,  arranging  these  apparently 
without  any  very  strict  regard  to  the  chronological  order,  but 
interspersing  here  and  there  a  hint  of  some  histoHcal  sequence, 
which  it  seems  difficult  to  harmonize  with  that  of  the  two  former 
evangelists.  Further,  the  discourses  at  Jerusalem,  and  the 
increasing  hostility  to  Jesus,  shewn  by  the  Jews  of  Judsea,  be- 
come now  more  than  ever  the  one  all-absorbing  theme  of  the 
evangelist  John,  so  that  we  find  in  his  narrative  scarcely  a  trace 
of  that  farewell  ministry  in  Galilee,  which  is  the  chief  subject 
of  the  other  three. 

Before  we  proceed  to  unravel  this  tangled  skein,  let  us  say  a 
few  words  as  to  the  depreciating  tone,  which  has  lately  been 
adopted  by  some  scholars,  especially  by  Mr.  Alford,  in  refe- 
rence to  the  labours  of  the  harmonizer.  With  many  of  his  re-» 
marks,  we  agree :  and  if  the  definition  of  the  harmonizer  neces- 
sarily includes  the  claim  to  pronounce  with  dogmatic  certainty 
on  the  sequence  of  all  the  events  of  the  gospel  history, — or  the 
arbitrary  assumption  of  the  order  of  one  of  the  four  historians, 
as  the  only  and  universally  correct  order,  to  which  the  other 
three  must  in  all  cases  of  difficulty  be  twisted  and  accommo- 
dated,— or  more  absurd  still,  so  slavish  a  conception  of  the  mean- 
ing of  the  term  historic  truth,  as  to  imagine  himself  bound  to 
contend  for  the  two-fold  or  three-fold  occurrence  of  almost  every 
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miracle  and  discourse,  rather  than  admit  that  each  of  the  synop- 
tical gospels  sometimes  follows  the  order  of  su^ect  in  preference 
to  that  of  time ;  if  these  be  the  necessary  fruits  of  the  harmon- 
izer's  labour,  then  we  subscribe  ex  animo  to  Mr.  Alford's  censure. 
But  the  attempt  to  frame  one  consolidated  narrative  out  of  the 
four  which  we  possess,  honestly  stating  the  difficulties  where 
they  arise,  and  recognizing  the  low  degree  of  probability  which 
after  all  our  labour  will  necessarily  attend  some  of  our  hypothe- 
ses: this  seems  to  us  an  undertaking  of  a  wholly  different 
kind,  and  one  which  every  enquiring  student  of  the  gospels  who 
believes  that  it  is  in  reality  but  one  life  whereof  they  all  bear 
witness,  must  necessarily  enter  upon  to  some  extent,  consciously 
or  unconsciously,  in  the  course  of  his  reading. 

To  proceed  then  with  a  detailed  enquiry  into  the  points  of 
agreement  and  difference  between  the  four  histories.  They  all 
coincide  at  the  miracle  above  mentioned,  the  feeding  of  the  five 
thousand.  This  is  in  Matt,  xiv.,  Mark  vi.,  Luke  ix.,  John  vi. 
Moreover  all  but  Luke  record  the  miracle  of  our  Lord's  walking 
on  the  sea  of  Gennesaret,  the  main  difference  being  that  John 
alone  records  the  very  important  conversation  which  he  held  with 
the  staggered,  yet  still  unbelieving,  Jews,  who  followed  him  to 
Capernaum. 

From  the  point  above  mentioned  to  the  triumphal  entry, 
which  is  described  in  Matt,  xxi.,  Mark  xi.,  Luke  xix.,  John  xii., 
we  have  no  instance  of  any  one  event  recorded  by  all  the  four 
evangelists.  Especially  the  paths  of  John  and  of  the  other  three 
which  have  momentarily  coincided,  now  fall  back  into  their  old 
divergence.  John,  according  to  his  custom,  relating  exclusively 
the  history  of  our  Lord's  ministrations  in  and  near  Jerusalem, 
the  other  three,  mainly  those  in  Galilee. 

Let  us  examine  them  in  detail,  commencing  with  John. 
From  chapter  vii.  we  learn  that  "  after  these  things  "  (our  Lord's 
desertion  by  many  of  His  disciples  on  account  of  the  "  hard  say- 
ings" which  He  had  uttered  to  the  Jews  at  Capernaum),  "Jesus 
walked  in  Galilee,  for  he  would  not  walk  in  JtuHea,  (A.V.  Jewry y) 
because  the  Jews  sought  to  kill  him?'  No  doubt  in  this  verse  the 
history  of  a  considerable  portion  of  time  is  briefly  alluded  to,  but 
as  almost  everything  which  happens  out  of  Judaea  is  as  though 
it  were  not,  for  this  apostle's  object,  he  proceeds  at  once  (ver.  2) 
"  Now  the  Jews'  feast  of  tabernacles  was  at  hand"  and  then  goes 
on  to  say,  how  our  Lord's  brethren  tauntingly  urged  him  to 
go  up  to  attend  this  feast,  and  show  Himself  to  the  people ;  how 
He  refused  to  go  then  at  their  bidding,  and  "abode  still  in  Gali- 
lee : "  but  afterwards  "  about  the  middle  of  the  feast  went  up 
unto  it,  not  openly,  but  as  it  were  in  secret.'^    The  remainder 
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of  the  seventli  chapter  is  taken  up  with  the  narrative  of  his  teach- 
iligs  to  the  people  during  this  feast^  and  of  the  abortive  attempt 
of  the  Pharisees  to  arrest  him  in  the  temple ;  it  ends  with  the 
words,  "  Kal  iiropevdr)  ixaaToi;  ek  rov  oIkov  avrov/'  in  which  (if 
they  be  genuine)  we  may  possibly  trace  a  faint  allusion  by  con- 
trast to  their  temporary  dwellings,  during  the  continuance  of 
the  feast.  The  feast  of  tabernacles  lasted  from  the  fifteenth 
to  the  twenty-second  of  the  seventh  month,  Tisri  (roughly  cor- 
responding to  our  October).  It  was  incidentally  mentioned 
(John  vi.  4)  that  the  feeding  of  the  five  thousand  took  place  at 
a  time  when  "  the  passover,  a  feast  of  the  Jews  was  nigh :  ^'  It 
occurred  therefore  in,  or  before,  the  first  month  Abib,  and  we 
thus  get  an  interval  of  at  least  six  months  (possibly,  but  not  pro- 
bably, of  eighteen)  for  that  residence  in  Galilee,  which  is  briefly 
noticed  in  ver.  1. 

The  eighth  chapter,  without  any  apparent  interval  of  time 
records,  (1)  our  Saviour's  judgement  on  the  woman  taken  in 
adultery,  (the  question  touching  the  genuineness  of  this  portion 
is  immaterial  to  our  present  purpose) ;  (2)  a  discourse  uttered 
by  him  "in  the  treasury,  as  he  taught  in  the  temple ;''  and  (3) 
(ver.  30)  an  address,  possibly  distinct  from  this,  to  those  Jews 
who  believed  on  him  which  led  to  the  ttwbelieving  Jews  engage- 
ing  in  a  discussion,  which  they  ended  by  "  taking  up  stones  to 
cast  at  him ;  but  Jesus  hid  himself,  and  went  out  of  the  tem- 
ple going  through  the  midst  of  them,  and  so  passed  by  '^  {irap- 
nyev). 

The  ninth  chapter,  continuing  the  narrative  with  the  words 
''And  as  Jesus  passed  by''  {iraparycov),  contains  the  history,  of 
the  cure  of  the  man  born  blind,  which  was  performed  on  the 
Sabbath  day.  This  is  followed  by  the  parable  of  "  the  good 
shepherd  "  in  the  early  part  of  the  tenth  chapter  (verses  1 — 19). 
Verses  19 — 21  describe  the  division  produced  among  the  Jews  : 
and  here  the  uniformly  consecutive  history  of  our  Lord's  deeds 
and  discourses  during  and  immediately  after  the  feast  of  taber- 
nacles (which  has  occupied  from  chap.  viii.  2  to  x.  21)  comes 
apparently  to  a  close. 

"^Eyevero  8e  ret  ir^Kalvia  hv  roi^  ^lepoaoKvfioi^  koX  j(€ifia)V  fjv 
teal  irepieirdrev  6  'IiycroS?  iv  r&  lep^  kv  ry  arroq,  SoXofi&vo^J* 
Such  are  the  22nd  and  23rd  verses  of  chap,  x.,  in  which  there  is 
nothing  to  oppose,  but  everything  to  favour  the  supposition  that 
they  do  not  form  one  continuous  narrative  with  what  has  gone 
before.  An  interval  of  time  there  must  be,  if  we  are  correct  in  sup- 
posing the  preceding  portion  to  have  been  continuous:  for  the 
feast  of  tabernacles  occurred  on  the  fifteenth  of  the  seventh  month 
Tisri,  that  of  the  dedication,  on  the  twenty-fifth  of  the  ninth. 
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Cisleu :  and  it  seems  probable  enough,  that  there  was  an  inter- 
vening change  of  place^  else,  wh^  the  marked  emphasis  on  the 
words  i»  roh  ^lepoaokOiiot/^.  It  is  no  donbt  a  hazardous  thing 
to  conjecture  what  the  under-current  of  thought  in  a  writer's 
mind  at  a  particular  time  may  have  been ;  but  at  least  a  proba- 
ble explanation  of  a  statement  apparently  so  pleonastic,  as  that 
this  great  national  feast  (instituted  for  the  sole  purpose  of  com- 
memorating the  re-purification  of  the  temple  after  its  defilement 
by  Antiochus  Epiphanes)  was  held  at  Jerusalem,  is  that  an  in- 
tervening absence  from  Jeruealem  was  present  to  the  apostle's 
mind,  and  induced  him  thus  to  note  the  fact,  that  that  absence 
had  terminated. 

Verses  24-^88  of  the  tenth  chapter  contain  our  Lord's  memo- 
rable declaration  of  His  oneness  with  the  Father,  drawn  from 
Him  by  the  questioning  of  the  Jews  '^  How  long  makest  thou 
us  to  doubt  ?  If  thou  be  the  Messiah,  tell  us  plainly :'' — followed 
by  their  attempt  to  stone,  and  then  (ver.  39)  to  arrest  Him 
{iriMaL  avrov) :  ^'but  He  escaped  out  of  their  hand,  and  went 
away  again  beyond  Jordan  unto  the  place  where  John  was  at 
first  baptizing,"  (probably  '' Bethabara,''  cf.  John  i.  28,)  ''and 
there  remained/'  The  comparison  between  his  mighty  works, 
and  the  unmiraculous  character  of  John's  mission,  the  remem- 
brance of  which  was  still  fresh  in  their  minds,  caused  many  in 
these  parts  to  believe  on  him.  It  is  manifest  however  that  the 
full  avowal  of  his  divine  nature  made  in  chap.  x.  had  stimulated 
the  fury  of  the  Jerusalem  Jews  to  a  point  unknown  before. 
Some  subsequent  allusions  (John  xi.  8, 47,  58,  54,  and  57)  shew 
the  progress  of  this  hostility  in  the  more  determined  form  which 
it  had  now  assumed. 

Chap.  xi.  1 — 53  contains  the  account  of  our  Lord's  visit  to 
Bethany,  and  raising  of  Lazarus,  and  of  the  deliberations  of 
the  Sanhedrim  in  consequence  of  this  renewed  and  more  wonder- 
ful manifestation  of  his  power  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  Jeru- 
salem, (ver.  54)  "Jesus  therefore  walked  no  more  with  bold- 
ness among  the  Jews "  {ovk  in  irappffai^  irepteirdrev  iv  roi; 
*Iov8aloi^.  ^lovSaloi  is  here  evidently  used  with  strictness  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Judsea  proper),  "  but  went  thence  into  the  country 
near  to  the  wilderness  to  a  city  called  Epbraim,  and  there  abode 
(Sih-pi/Se,  not  kfiewe,)  with  his  disciples "  But  by  this  time  an 
interval  of  neceitly  four  months  must  have  elapsed  since  that  first 
withdrawal  from  Jerusalem,  which  was  recorded  in  the  fourtieth 
verse  of  the  tenth  chapter ;  for  that,  as  we  have  seen,  took  place 
immediately  after  the  twenty-fifth  of  Cisleu  (the  ninth  month), 
and  now,  as  we  learn  from  ver.  55,  "the  Jews'  passover  was 
nigh  at  hand,'^  and  various  conjectures  were  afloat  among  the 
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multitude^  whether  he  would  present  himself  there  or  no.  We 
are  consequently  again  nearing  the  first  month  Nisan. 

As  for  the  geographical  position  of  the  place^  now  chosen  by 
Christ  for  his  temporary  concealment^  we  know  only  that  it  was 
near  to  the  wilderness,  ue.,  the  desert  tract  on  the  east  of  Judaea, 
and  (from  its  being  mentioned  in  2  Chron.  xiii.  19,  as  one  of  the 
places  taken,  along  with  Bethel,  by  Abijah,  out  of  the  hand  of 
Jeroboam),  probably  on  the  northern  border  of  it. 

From  chap.  xii.  we  learn  that  six  days  before  the  passover,  he 
came  to  Bethany,  and  was  present  at  a  supper  at  which  Aa^apo^ 
o  redvTiicws  was  one  of  those  who  also  reclined  at  table,  and  at 
which  Mary  anointed  his  feet  with  costly  ointment  (ver.  12). 
On  the  following  day,  that  is,  the  fifth  before  the  passover,  he 
made  his  triumphal  entry  into  Jerusalem;  and  here  then  we 
reach  that  point  of  reunion  between  the  four  narratives,  which 
in  starting  we  proposed  as  our  goal. 

Let  us  now  turn  to  the  history  of  this  same  period  given  by 
Matthew  and  Mark,  whose  accounts  during  this  period,  coin- 
ciding so  far  more  frequently  than  they  diverge,  we  shall  find  it 
most  convenient  to  take  together. 

In  the  first  place,  after  describing  the  feeding  of  the  five 
thousand,  and  the  walking  on  the  sea  of  Galilee,  they  describe 
(Matt.  xiv.  35— XV.  20:  Mark  vi.  55— vii.  23)  the  ^' fame  which 
went  abroad  of  Christ  through  the  whole  land  of  Oennesaret,'' 
the  multitudes  brought  to  him  for  healing,  and  his  discussions 
with  certain  ^'Pharisees  and  scribes,  which  came  from  Jerusalem'^ 
(a  noteworthy  indication  of  the  progress  of  the  spirit  of  opposi- 
tion and  repression  there)  y  concerning  eating  with  unwashen 
hands.  Matt.  xv.  21 — 28  and  Mark  vii.  24 — 30,  record  his 
departure  to  the  coasts  of  Tyre  and  Sidon,  and  cure  of  the  Syro- 
Phoenician  woman^s  daughter :  Matt.  xv.  29,  Mark  vii.  31,  his 
withdrawal  from  the  coasts  of  Tyre  and  Sidon,  and  his  coming 
unto  the  sea  of  Galilee  (Mark,  "nigh  unto^'  it;  Matthew, 
^'through  the  midst  of  the  coasts  of  Decapolis^'  (the last  member 
of  the  sentence  is  in  Mark  alone). 

Mark  vii.  32 — 37  tells  of  the  cure  of  the  deaf  man,  with  an 
impediment  in  his  speech  (omitted  by  Matthew). 

Matt.  XV.  30 ; — xvi.  12 ;  Mark  vii.  38 — viii.  21,  describe  the 
feeding  of  the  four  thousand^  his  taking  ship,  and  coming  into 
the  coasts  of  Magdala  (Matthew),  or  Dalmanutha  (Mark),  the 
refusal  of  a  sign  to  the  Pharisees  and  Sadducees,  and  the  warning 
against  the  leaven  of  Herod. 

Mark  viii.  22 — 26,  alone  records  the  cure  wrought  at  Beth- 
saida  on  the  blind,  man,  who  at  first  "  saw  men  as  trees,  walk- 
ing/' 
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In  Matt.  xvi.  18— xvii.  21 ;  Mark  viii.  27 — ^ix.  29,  we  have 
the  accouDt  of  his  journey  into  the  ''parts''  (jJi^pVf  Matthew)  or 
villages  {tuofui^,  Mark)  of  Csesarea  Philippi,  {i.e,,  to  the  regions 
about  the  sources  of  the  Jordan :)  of  his  memorable  conversations 
by  the  wayside  with  his  disciples, — memorable,  as  containing 
at  once  a  more  emphatic  statement  of  his  Messiahship,  and  a 
clearer  prediction  of  impending  struggle  at  Jerusalem,  than  any 
which  had  preceded  them — of  the  transfiguration,  of  his  answer 
to  the  question  about  the  necessary  pre-advent  of  Elias,  (where 
Matthew  alone  gives  the  solution  of  the  difficulty,  viz.  the  refe- 
rence to  John  the  Baptist,)  and  lastly,  of  his  cure  of  the  lunatic 
child,  which  his  disciples  had  attempted  in  vain.     After  it, 

Mark  ix.  80,  tells  us  that ''  they  departed  thence,  and  passed 
through  Galilee ;  and  he  would  not  that  any  man  should  know 
it,  for  he  taught  his  disciples,  and  said  unto  them.  The  Son  of 
Man  is  delivered  into  the  hands  of  men,''  etc.  ''And  he  came  to 
Capernaum;"  and  when  there,  questioned  his  disciples  about 
their  dispute  on  the  way. 

Matt.  xvii.  22 — 28,  says,  "  And  while  they  abode  in  Galilee, 
Jesus  said  unto  them.  The  Son  of  Man  shall  be  betrayed  into 
the  hands  of  men  :"  thus  omitting  all  mention  of  the  eecresy  of 
the  journey,  and  not  directly  stating  that  this  communication 
was  made  on  a  journey  at  all,  but  he  implies  it;  for  ver.  24  con- 
tinues the  narrative,  "And  when  they  were  come  to  Capernaum." 

Matt.  xxii.  24 — xxiii.  85,  and  Mark  ix.  88 — 50,  record  divers 
discourses  of  our  Lord's,  apparently  in  Capernaum,  the  former 
evangelist  being  here  considerably  the  more  minute ;  in  fact  the 
incident  of  the  tribute-money,  and  the  Stater  in  the  fish,  is  re- 
corded by  Matthew  alone. 

Matt.  xix.  1.  Mabk  x.  1. 

"  And   it  came  to  pass   when  "  And  he  arose  from  thence,  and 

Jesus  had  finished  these   sayings,  cometh  into  the  borders  of  Judaea, 

he  departed  from  Galilee,  and  came  through  the  country  on  the  other 

into  the  borders  of  JudsBa  beyond  side  of  Jordan  Uh  ra  opia  Tiyv  lov- 

Jordan    (e*?  ra  opui    TTJ^    'lovBaia^  Baias  Sia  rov  wepav  rov   loptapov), 

Trepap  tov  *lopSavov),  and  great  and  the  multitudes  again  come  toge- 
multitudes  followed  him,  and  he  ther  to  him,  and  as  was  his  wont, 
healed  them  there."  again  he  taught  them." 

Now,  taking  these  two  accounts  together,  observing  the  slight, 
but  significant  difierence  of  language  between  them,  and  com- 
paring them' with  John^s  history  of  the  same  period;  there  can, 
we  imagine,  be  no  doubt  that  we  have  here  two  very  much  con- 
densed statements  of  those  movements  of  our  Lord,  which  occupy 
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the  ninth,  (from  verse  22,  onwards)  tenth,  and  eleventh  chapters 
of  that  evangelist ;  these  movements  being  the  (implied)  journey 
from  Galilee  to  Jerusalem,  the  short  stay  there,  the  withdrawal 
to  the  scene  of  John^s  first  baptisms  on  the  other  side  of  Jordan, 
the  visit  to  Bethany,  and  the  withdrawal  to  Ephraim.  Our  two 
evangelists,  whose  attention  has  been,  throughout,  so  much 
more  fixed  on  their  master's  journeyings  in  the  north,  than  in 
the  south  of  Palestine,  do  but  describe  the  broad  general  result 
of  these  movements : — that  he  left  Galilee,  and  after  traversing 
some  part  of  the  country  east  of  Jordan,  established  himself  for 
a  time  on  the  frontiers  of  Judsea :  and  that  throughout  this  last 
journey,  his  teaching  and  his  mighty  works  attracted  a  more 
than  ordinary  amount  of  popular  attention.  So  stated  and  con- 
sidered only  as  rapid  sketches  of  his  journeyings  during  this 
time,  these  accounts,  which  at  first  sight  appeared  to  diflfer,  really 
correspond  with  considerable  closeness,  to  John's.  If  we  would 
insist  on  rigorous  accuracy  in  the  interpretation  of  the  two,  we 
might  perhaps  conclude  that  Mark  has  traced  our  Lord's  course 
as  far  as  Ephraim,  while  Matthew  stops  short  with  his  sojourn 
at  the  place  of  John's  baptism. 

Matt.  xix.  8 — ^xx.  16,  and  Mark  x.  2 — 81,  record  with  very 
close  parallelism  the  chief  events  and  discourses  of  this  period : 
almost  the  only  difference  between  the  two,  being,  that  Mark 
omits  the  parable  of  the  labourers  in  the  vineyard,  which  Mat- 
thew inserts* 

Matt.  xx.  17.  Mabk  x.  32. 

"  And  Jesus  going  up  to  Jem-  "  And  they  were  in  the  way  go- 

salem,  took  unto  him  the  twelve  ing  up  to  Jerusalem,  and  taking  to 
disciples  apart  in  the  way."  him  again  the  twelve  disciples." 

These  are  the  words  with  which  the  two  evangelists  respec- 
tively preface  their  account  of  our  Lord's  prophecy  of  his  ap- 
proaching humiliatioh,  which  was  followed  by  the  strange  request 
for  preeminence  made  by  the  wife  of  Zebedee  on  behalf  of  her 
sons.  As  we  find  him  in  the  next  section  of  the  narrative  passing ' 
through  Jericho,  it  is  plain  that  he  must  have  taken  a  circuitous 
route,  possibly  returned  to  Bethabara,  in  the  interval  between 
arriving  at  Ephraim,  and  thus  finally  *' going  up  to  Jerusalem." 

Matt.  XX.  29 — 84,  contains  the  account  of  the  restoration  of 
sight  to  two  blind  men :  Mark  x.  46 — 52,  is  the  obviously  paral- 
lel narrative  (though  with  features  of  difference,  which  we  cannot 
now  hope  to  explain) — of  the  cure  of  "  blind  Bartimeus ;"  both 
describe  it  as  occurring  ''  when  they  were  going  forth  out  of 
Jericho." 

VOL.  V. NO.  IX.  K 
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Neither  of  these  two  evangelists  allude  to  his  halt  at  Bethany 
on  the  evening  of  the  sixth  day  before  the  passover :  but  both 
go  on  (Matt.  xxi.  1 ;  Mark  xi.  1)  to  describe  as  it  were  con- 
tinuous with  the  journey  firom  Jericho^  the  triumphal  entry  into 
Jerusalem.  Yet  we  may  probablv  trace  an  allusion  thereto  in 
Mark,  who  preludes  his  account  thus,  "  when  they  came  nigh  to 
Jerusalem  unto  Bethphage  and  Bethany/'  whereas  Matthew 
only  mentions  Bethphage. 

We  now  turn  to  the  gospel  of  Luke. 

This  evangelisti  immediately  after  describing  the  feeding  of 
the  five  thousand,  passes  on  (omitting  the  journey  to  the  coasts 
of  Tyre  and  Sidon,  the  return  to  the  sea  of  Galilee,  and  the 
feeding  of  the  four  thousand)  to  relate  the  transfiguration,  the 
discourses  which  preceded  and  followed  it,  the  cure  of  the  lunatic 
child,  the  rebuke  to  the  disciples  for  their  desire  of  preeminence, 
and  the  prohibition  to  interfere  with  the  man  who  cast  out 
demons  in  Christ^s  name  (Luke  ix.  12 — 50). 

Verse  51  is  as  follows,  ^Eyivero  Se  ip  r^  avfiirXrjpovaffiu 
T^9  fiiiepa^  T^9  ivcCKtfy^ia^  airrov,  Koi  avT09  to  irpoa-daTrop  avrov 
ian^pi^e  rod  iropeveadai  eh  ^lepovaaXiifi.  This  verse  raises  one 
of  the  most  difficult  questions  to  be  met  with  in  the  whole 
course  of  our  attempt  to  harmonize  the  four  narratives.  To 
what  journey  of  our  Saviour's  to  Jerusalem  is  allusion  here 
made?  The  words,  rd^  ^fjiipa^  rfjs  ai/aXf/^o)?  avrov,  being 
admitted  to  be  rightly  referred  to  his  approaching  crucifixion, 
the  first  impression  which  we  derive  from  the  passage  certainly 
is  that  it  must  allude  to  his  last  journey  (from  Ephraim  or 
Bethabara)  by  way  of  Jericho  to  Jerusalem.  But  in  that  case 
we  must  suppose  an  absolute  disregard  of  chronological  sequence 
to  pervade  a  large  portion  of  Luke's  gospel ;  for  nine  chapters 
farther  on  we  find  this  journey  unmistakeably  described.  And 
as,  moreover,  many  of  the  intervening  descriptions  appear  to 
correspond  sufficiently  close  with  the  accounts  given  by  the 
other  evangelists  of  his  joumeyings  and  sojourn  in  Persea,  it 
would  certainly  much  simplify  our  labour  if  we  could  believe 
ourselves  not  compelled  by  these  words,  denoting  the  time  of  the 
journey,  to  fix  it  at  the  very  end  of  our  Lord's  ministry. 

But  if  it  be  not  the  final  journey,  which  is  it  ?  Not  certainly 
the  rapid  and  hurried  visit  to  Bethany.  It  may  be,  then,  either 
that  secret  journey  which  he  made  (as  recorded  in  the  7th  of 
John)  to  attend  the  feast  of  tabernacles,  or  that  other  of  which 
we  have  conjectured  the  existence  from  the  terms  of  John  viii. 
22,  between  this  festival  and  the  feast  of  the  dedication. 

We  incline  to  believe — though  this  can  of  course  be  little 
more  than  conjecture — that  it  is  the  former  of  the  two. 
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In  the  first  place,  this  is  the  journey  which  in  the  regular 
course  of  his  narrative  St.  Luke  ought  here  to  notice. 

Secondlji  the  allusion  to  Elias  made  by  James  and  John, 
enraged  at  the  churlishness  of  the  Samaritans  (Luke  ix.  54), 
seems  to  tally  well  enough  with  a  time  shortly  after  the  trans- 
figuration ;  for  from  Matt.  xvii.  10,  we  see  how  vividly  present 
to  the  minds  of  the  disciples  was  the  memory  of  this  the 
greatest  of  Jewish  prophets  shortly  after  that  event.  Their 
thoughts  seemed  to  have  been  full  of  him ;  his  name  came  na* 
turally  to  their  lips  :  and  this  rejection  of  God^s  chosen  one  by 
the  inhabitants,  too,  of  the  very  district  in  which  Ahab  had 
reigned,  and  Elijah  had  fought  the  battles  of  Jehovah  with  that 
idolatrous  king,  at  once  raised  the  question,  '*  What  would  he 
have  done  to  such  men  as  these  V*  But  if  this  journey  really 
occurred  shortly  after  the  transfiguration,  we  may  with  some 
confidence  say  that  it  must  have  been  the  journey  of  John  vii.  2. 

Thirdly ;  there  is  no  doubt  an  apparent  contradiction  be- 
tween John  and  Luke  as  to  the  circumstances  of  the  journey. 
The  former  represents  it  as  undertaken  with  the  appearance  of 
a  sudden  resolve,  and  "  not  openly,  but  as  it  were  in  secret  ;^^ 
while  the  latter  speaks  of  his  "  sending  messengers  before  his 
face.^^  But  the  contradiction  is  rather  apparent  than  real.  For 
these  messengers  do  not  appear  to  have  been  sent  on  this  occa- 
sion to  publish  abroad  his  approach,  or  to  fulfil  any  of  that 
missionary  labour  which  was  at  another  period  formally  entrusted 
to  the  seventy,  but  simply  to  provide  the  needful  accommoda* 
tion  in  each  place  for  our  Lord  and  his  disciples.  It  is  possible 
that  the  chars^cter  of  a  "  forced  march,''  which  this  journey 
bore,  may  have  rendered  such  a  proceeding  all  the  more  neces- 
sary. And  the  words  of  Luke,  "  He  stedfastly  set  his  face  to 
go  to  Jerusalem,''  {iarijpc^  to  nrpoawitov  rov  iropeueaOai  €.  I.,) 
by  no  means  necessarily  imply  a  long  precouceived  purpose  of 
undertaking  the  journey ;  but  rather  seem  to  point  to  a  struggle 
of  mind  in  the  prospect  of  exciting  the  known  and  daily  in- 
creasing hatred  of  the  Jerusalem  Jews,  ended  by  a  resolute 
determination  to  go  at  whatever  hazard.  Such  a  conflict  of 
heart  is  not  undoubtedly  what  our  a  priori  reasonings  would 
have  led  us  to  expect,  but  in  the  face  of  the  wonderful  history 
of  the  scene  in  Gethsemane  we  dare  not  deny  its  possibility. 

Other  indications  besides  the  statement  of  John  shew  that 
QW  Lord's  movements  about  this  time  were  surrounded  with  a 
degree  of  mystery  that  he  had  not  before  made  use  of.  Thus 
Mark  ix.  80,  says,  "And  they  departed  thence,  and  passed 
through  GalUee,  and  he  would  not  that  any  man  should  know 
it.    For  he  taught  his  disciples  and  said  unto  them.  The  Son  of 
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Mao  18  ddivered  into  the  hands  of  men,  and  they  shall  kill  Mm, 
and  after  that  he  is  killed  he  shall  rise  the  third  day/' 

This  brings  us  back  to  the  original  diflSculty,  viz.,  the  words, 
iy  rjjS  ovfA'nXffpovadai  t^9  fifiipa/i  rrj^  aifdkMreo^  avrov.  On 
turning  to  Matt.  xvi.  21,  and  xvii.  22,  and  Mark  viii.  81,  we 
see  that  on  the  journey  towards  Csesarea  Philippi  (i.  e.,  very 
shortly  before  his  transfiguration),  our  Lord  first  began  to  warn 
his  disciples  of  the  humiliation  and  sufferings  which  at  no  dis- 
tant period  awaited  him  at  Jerusalem.  This  is  a  new  and 
strange  subject  of  conversation  to  them ;  how  new  and  how 
strange,  we  see  from  Peter's  impetuous  unwillingness  to  admit 
the  impending  woe.  But  once  introduced,  it  becomes  the  fre- 
quent, almost  continual,  theme.  In  the  transfiguration, — itself 
no  doubt  an  important  element  in  the  preparation  of  the  minds 
of  the  disciples  for  the  coming  trial  of  their  faith, — "  his  decease, 
which  he  should  accomplish  at  Jerusalem,"  is  again  the  subject 
of  that  wonderful  converse  which  he  holds  with  Moses  and 
Elias.  Over  the  whole  period  one  dark  shadow  of  coming  cala- 
mity (Kiym  Kwf  avOpanrov)  seems  to  brood;  the  ^*hour"  of  the 
oppressors,  and  'Hhe  power  of  darkness"  seen  from  afar,  seem 
already  to  chill  and  sadden  the  hearts  of  the  faithful  disciples. 

The  interval  thus  characterized  would  be  about  six  months 
(extending  from  the  feast  of  tabernacles  to  the  passover). 
Under  these  circumstances  we  think  we  are  justified  in  trans- 
lating the  words  of  difficulty,  '*  As  the  days  for  his  being  taken 
up  were  being  fulfilled;"  or  (to  keep  closer  to  the  A.  V.),. 
"  When  the  time  was  coming  that  he  should  be  received  up." 
And  so  translating,  we  refer  this  description  to  the  journey  of 
John  vii.  10. 

But  though  inclined  to  believe  that  this  journey  is  inserted 
in  its  true  chronological  place  in  the  gospel  of  Luke,  we  must 
confess  that  chaps,  x. — ^xvii.  bear  far  less  evidence  of  chrono- 
logical arrangement  than  either  the  preceding  or  succeeding 
portion.  They  contain  no  fewer  than  fourteen  parables  and 
numerous  other  discourses.  Primd  facie  there  is  a  strong  im- 
probability that  in  the  two  and  a  half  years  of  our  Lord's 
previous  ministry  he  should  have  confined  himself  to  the  work- 
ing of  miracles  (the  record  of  which  occupies  almost  the  whole 
of  chaps,  iii — x.),  and  then  during  the  few  months  between  the 
transfiguration  and  the  journey  to  Persia  should  have  uttered 
all  the  discourses  here  reported.  And  farther,  several  of  ^he 
incidents  of  these  chapters  are  introduced  by  words  which  do 
not  seem  intended  to  convey  the  idea  of  any  very  definite  nota- 
tion of  time.  "  ^Eyipero  Sl  iv  to3  iropeveaOcu  avrov?  "  (x.  38) ; 
^^eyivero  iv  r^  elvai  oArbv  iv  tott^  tivl  irpoa'€vxofi>€vov  "  (xi.  1); 
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^*  Kal  ^v  eK^dXK(ov  Saifjboviov"  (xi.  14)  ;  ^^  r&v  Be  &x>uov  hra-^ 
0froi^ofi€va>v  '^  (xi.  29) ;  "  ^v  Sk  SiSdaeayp  iv  fiia  r&v  avvarfG>y&p 
iv  Tot9  <rdj3fiaaL "  (xiii.  10) ;  etc.,  etc.  On  the  whole,  we  think 
the  intention  of  this  evangelist  is  sufficiently  clear,  namely,  to 
give  towards  the  conclusion  of  our  Lord's  ministry  in  Galilee 
a  summary  of  the  most  memorable  discourses  which  he  had 
uttered  during  that  ministry ;  or,  in  other  words,  we  may  say 
that  chaps,  iii. — ^x.  record  chiefly  the  ewtemal,  x. — xvii.  the  in- 
ternal, history  of  his  teaching  and  life  in  Galilee. 

But  though  this  is  the  general  character  of  this  portion  of 
the  gospel,  a  certain  slow  progress  is  made  by  it  in  the  chrono- 
logical history  also.  The  chief  statements  of  the  latter  nature 
interspersed  in  the  unchronological  chapters  are  (chap,  x.),  1.  The 
mission  of  the  seventy,  sent  "  by  two  and  two  before  his  face 
into  every  city  and  village  whither  he  himself  would  come.'* 
(From  these  preparations  we  should  infer  that  his  last  journey 
from  Galilee  southward  would  be  of  a  peculiarly  solemn  kind, 
purposely  slow  and  circuitous,  in  order  to  enable  him  to  give  a 
final  and  emphatic  warning  to  all  who  had  listened  to  his  mi- 
nistry during  the  two  and  a  half  years  preceding.  And  here- 
with accords  our  next  statement,)  2.  "  Kal  SceTropevero  Karh 
7r6X6^9  Ka\  Ka>fia^  SiSda-ieoiVy  xal  iropelav  iroiovfAevo^  et?  'lepov- 
acbKrifi"  (xiii.  22).  3.  "Kal  iryevero  kv  rm  iropeveadai  airrbv 
eh^IepovaaXfffi  Kal  avT09  iirfp^ero  Btct  fieaov  ^afiapela^  Kot 
TaXCKdia^^  (xvii.  11). 

These  two  passages  probably  refer  to  one  and  the  same 
journey.  The  order  in  which  the  two  regions  through  which 
he  passed  are  named — Galilee  being  postponed  to  Samaria — 
might  suggest  a  conjecture  that  this  latter  was  a  different 
jonmey, — one  undertaken  with  Fersea  or  Ephraim  for  its  start- 
ing point,  and  terminating  perhaps  with  the  visit  to  Jericho,  in 
which  the  cure  of  Bartimeus  was  performed.  But  looking  at 
the  fact  that  the  following  chapter  of  Luke  records  passages  in 
our  Lord's  history  which  undoubtedly  took  place  during  his 
residence  in  Persea,  we  think  it  more  probable  (though  the 
balance  of  probability  varies  but  slightly  in  the  weighing  of  such 
bare  conjectures  as  these)  that  Samaria  was  mentioned  first 
simply  because  the  cure  of  the  Samaritan  leper  was  the  upper- 
most subject  in  the  evangelist's  mind.  And  the  journey  thus 
doubly  described  was,  we  have  little  doubt,  that  one  whose 
existence  we  suspected  from  John  xi.  22,  and  learnt  more  clearly 
from  Matt.  xix.  1,  and  Mark  x.  1 ;  the  one,  namely,  in  which 
-our  Lord  took  his  final  departure  from  Galilee,  and  came  up  to 
Jerusalem  to  attend  the  feast  of  the  dedication.  (4)  ^Eyivero 
Be  iv  Tft)  iropeveaOac  avroif^  Kal  avro^  ei^XOev  ek  KWfirjp  ripd, 
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etc.  (x.  88)  •  The  Tillage  we  know  aliunde  to  have  been  Bethany, 
and  the  incident  which  follows  has  reference  to  the  different 
modes  of  serving  him,  shewn  by  the  two  sisters  Martha  and 
Mary.  It  is  evidently  inserted  without  reference  to  the  time- 
order  in  Luke's  gospel,  and  on  the  occasion  of  what  visit  to 
Jerusalem  it  occurred  it  is  impossible  now  to  determine.  We 
may  remark,  however,  that  all  the  other  allusions  to  the  little 
household  at  Bethany  are  connected  with  a  very  late  period  of 
our  Lord's  ministry. 

At  chap,  xviii.  15,  after  the  parable  of  the  Pharisee  and  the 
Publican,  St.  Luke  falls  again  into  the  same  track  with  the  two 
first  evangelists.  Chap,  xviii.  16 — 84,  narrates  with  more 
brevity  most  of  these  incidents  of  our  Saviour's  residence  in 
Persea,  which  occupy  Matt.  xix.  8;  xx.  17;  and  Mark  x.  2 — 32. 
Verses  85-- 48,  contain  the  account  of  the  cure  of  the  blind 
man,  as  it  appears,  before  entering  into  Jericho  (one  of  those  dis* 
crepancies  of  detail  between  the  evangelists  of  which  it  is  hope- 
less now  to  look  for  the  explanation).  Chap.  xix.  1 — 28,  the 
incident  of  Zaccheus's  eagerness  to  see  Christ  and  the  parable  of 
the  nobleman  and  his  servants,  both  of  which  are  peculiar  to 
this  evangelist.  After  this,  follows  the  account  of  the  triumphal 
entry  into  Jerusalem,  in  which  we  have  nothing  particular  to 
note,  save  that  Luke,  like  Mark,  mentions  the  neighbourhood  of 
Bethphage  and  Bethany  as  the  point  of  departure  on  that  occa- 
sion. 

We  have  now  completed  our  survey  of  the  four  narratives  of 
the  last  year  of  our  Lord's  ministry,  and  may  briefly  exhibit  the 
results  as  follows : — 

(Feeding  of  the  four  thousand). 

(ist  mo.)  1.  Journey  into  the  Coasts  of  Tyre  and  Sidon,   and  return 
through  the  Coasts  of  Decapolis  (Matt.  xv. ;  Mark  vii.) 

(Feeding  of  the  four  thousand). 

2.  Passage  across  the  Sea  of  Tiberias  to  the  regions  of  Dal- 
manutha  (Matt.  xv. ;  Mark  vii.) 

3.  Journey  to  the  villages  of  Caesarea  Philippi  (Matt.  xvi. ; 

Mark  viii.) 

(Transfiguration) . 

TisRi.     4.  Secret  and  rapid  journey  to  Jerusalem,  where  he  arrived  in 

(7th  mo.)         the  midst  of  the  feast  of  tabernacles  (John  vii.  2 ;  Luke 

ix.    51  :   iv   Ttp  ffVjUL7r\rjpovff0ai  ra9  yfiepas   rys  dvaXyylreto^ 

avrov  (?)  ;  Mark  ix.  30  (?)  ). 

5.  Return  to  Galilee  (mentioned  by  none  of  the  evangelists: 

hinted  at  by  John's  words,  "  iu  roh  ^UpoaoXvfioif"  x.  22, 
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and  agreeing  with  Luke's  description  of  a  double  journey  in 

the  opposite  direction). 
/ft^?^"^\  ^'  Journey  to  Jerusalem  in  time  for  the  feast  of  the  dedication 
(9th  mo.)        (L^j^g  ^^  22,  and  xvii.  11). 

7.  Retreat  from  Jerusalem  to  the  scene  of  John's  earliest  bap- 
tisms in  Persea  (John  x.  40 ;  Matt.  xix.  40 ;  Mark  x.  1 : 
the  two  latter  evangelists  amalgamating  this  journey  with 
No.  6). 

8.  Visit  to  Bethany  (raising  of  Lazarus)  and  withdrawal  to 
Abib.  Ephraim  (John  xi.)     Very  shortly  after  this  (ver.  55), 

(Ist  mo.)  ^*  I'inal  journey  to  Jerusalem  by  way  of  Jericho,  and  triumphal 
entry  (narrated  by  all  the  four  evangelists). 

One  word  in  conclusion.  An  enquiry  of  this  kind  will  seem 
to  many  persons  dry  and  profitless  enough ;  in  fact,  one  of  the 
mere  husks  of  the  gospel  narrative :  yet  by  the  Baconian  test, 
fructuSy  it  will  not,  we  think,  be  wholly  condemned,  in  so  far 
forth  as  it  supplies  a  practical  comment  on  the  words  "The  Son 
of  Man  had  not  where  to  lay  his  head.^'  To  follow  his  wander- 
ings step  by  step,  imprints  more  forcibly  on  the  mind  the  re- 
membrance of  the  weary  wayside  life  which  he  led  for  our 
sakes ;  and  if  in  this  age  of  ease  and  comfort  the  word  of  old 
holds  true  of  too  many  hearts,  "  Because  they  have  no  changes, 
therefore  they  fear  not  God,'^  it  may  be  well  that  we  should 
be  reminded  of  that  ever-living  witness,  against  earth-bounded 
hopes  and  earth-engrossed  desires,  which  was  borne  alike  by 
Abraham  in  his  tent  on  the  plains  of  Mamre,  and  by  Abraham's 
seed  sitting  tired  and  wayworn  by  the  well  of  Samaria.  Of  him 
as  of  them  we  may  in  all  reverence  say  that  he  confessed  himself 
by  his  life,  to  be  "  a  stranger  and  a  pilgrim  on  the  earth,''  de- 
siring a  better  country,  that  is,  a  heavenly ;  and  looking  for- 
ward to  that  eity  which  hath  foundations,  whose  builder  and 
maker  is  God. 

T.  H. 
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A  CHAFTEB  OK  THE  HABMOMIZDrO  GOSFILS. 

By  the  late  DUKE  OP  MANCHESTER.* 

Any  careful  student  of  the  evangelical  history  most  have  observed 
certain  remarkable  features  in  the  harmonizing  gospels.  Some- 
times the  same  events  are  recorded  in  two,  or  in  all  three  of  the 
gospels^  but  we  also  find  matter  equally  important  reported  by- 
only  one,  and  omitted  by  another;  we  have  even  intimations  of 
many  mighty  works  which  are  mentioned  by  none  of  the  three  ; 
there  are  indications  again  that  our  Lord's  labours  were  extended 
through  Judea  as  well  as  Galilee,  and  yet  the  records  are  chiefly 
confined  to  events  that  occurred  in  peculiar  localities  of  Galilee. 
Sometimes,  when  in  the  narratives  we  find  identity  of  subject, 
there  is  only  equivalence  of  expression;  but  at  other  times  we 
have  not  only  '^  words  and  phrases  alike,  but  even  rare  and  sin- 
gular expressions  are  identical''  (Davidson),  Again,  there 
seems  something  capricious  in  the  use  made  by  the  evangelists 
of  the  Old  Testament, — sometimes  apparently  the  Septuagint, 
sometimes  the  Hebrew  original^  having  been  preferred. 

These  phenomena  have  been  made  the  subject  of  much  ingeni- 
ous conjecture.  There  is  sufficient  verbal  resemblance  to  mark 
some  common  Greek  original;  there  is  also  sufficient  historical 
independence  to  make  it  difficult  to  say  what  that  common  origin 
was.  What  was  the  rule  for  the  selection  of  matter?  If  the 
gospels  were  supplemental  to  each  other,  why  so  much  repe- 
tition? If  substitutionary,  why  so  many  omissions?  What 
common  original  could  there  have  been,  sufficiently  fluctuating 
to  account  for  the  variations  and  apparent  discrepancies  of  inde- 
pendent historians,  and  yet  so  stereotyped  as  to  preserve  the 
minutest  verbal  peculiarities?  Why  should  the  less  important 
field  of  Galilee  be  selected  in  preference  to  Judea  and  its  capital? 
And  when  we  come  to  the  all-absorbing  events  occurring  at  the 
close  of  our  Lord's  ministry  at  Jerusalem,  why  is  the  peculiar 
verbal  phenomenon  so  much  less  prominent  ?  Why  in  the  quo- 
tations should  the  Messianic  passages  be  chiefly  from  the  Hebrew, 
and  yet  in  some  of  our  Lord's  arguments,  should  the  force  of  the 
quotation  rest  upon  words  found  only  in  the  Septuagint? 

It  is  not  my  purpose  to  refiite,  or  even  to  state,  the  hypo- 
theses which  have  been  proposed ;  no  one  theory  can  be  very 
generally  thought  satisfactory,  because  up  to  this  moment  each 
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has  had  equally  clever  and  ingenious  advocates.  As  hypotheses 
they  all  seem  defective^  inasmuch  as  that  they  do  not  attempt  to 
account  for  all  the  phenomena.  But  there  is  one  point  upon 
which  I  must  make  a  passing  remark, — ^they  are  not  only  unsatis- 
factory and  insujEcient, — ^they  all  appear  more  or  less  derogatory 
to  the  integrity  of  the  evangelical  histories,  the  effect  of  which, 
I  think,  is  plainly  seen  in  the  very  different  feeling  with  which 
the  gospels  are  approached  now,  from  what  was  the  case  a  very 
few  years  ago. 

If  the  hypothesis  elaborated  by  Bishop  Marsh  be  adopted, 
that  from  some  original  anonymous  document,  different  copies 
had  been  made,  to  which  different  anonymous  additions  and 
interpolations  had  been  annexed,  and  that  from  those  the  various 
gospels  were  compiled,  it  will  be  scarcely  possible  to  estimate 
their  historical  value  very  highly. 

The  theory  of  an  oral  traditional  original  is  perhaps  some- 
what better,  for  its  origin  is  admitted  to  be  apostoHc ;  but  if  it 
be  supposed  to  account  for  the  verbal  resemblance,  I  cannot  con- 
ceive how  the  traditional  gospel  could  have  been  stereotyped  in 
the  reciters^  memories,  first  in  Aramaic,  and  then  in  Greek,  as 
long  as  there  were  any  eye-  or  ear-witnesses  of  the  events  de- 
scribed still  alive,  for  their  reminiscences  would  have  constantly 
disturbed  the  monotonous  uniformity..  Could  the  relaters  of  the 
oral  gospel  have  so  constantly  reiterated,  as  to  produce  great 
verbal  similarity,  such  a  passage  as,  "Woe  unto  thee,  Cho- 
razin,'^  etc.,  without  any  one  of  the  many  mighty  works  which 
had  been  done  in  Chorazin  ever  having  been  brought  to  mind? 
But  if  we  suppose  so  late  a  date  for  the  composition  of  the  gos- 
pels as  this  theory  would  necessitate,  I  fear  we  should  go  far 
towards  admitting  their  mythical  origin. 

If,  according  to  the  supplemental  theory,  one  evangelist 
wrote  with  a  previous  gospel  before  him,  there  would  be  appa- 
rently either  collusion  or  contradiction;  in  fact,  we  avoid  the 
suspicion  of  collusion,  by  admitting  the  charge  of  apparent  con- 
tradiction ;  but  if  one  gospel  was  written  with  cognizance  of  an- 
other, then  the  contradictions  become  more  than  apparent,  they 
amount  to  corrections,  they  are  no  longer  the  discrepancies  inci- 
dent to  independent  authorities;  the  succeeding  evangelist  stamps 
the  narrative  of  his  predecessor  with  error.  Hug,  by  no  means 
an  irreverent  writer,  while  he  maintains  that  Mark  wrote  with 
Matthew's  gospel  before  him,  does  not  disguise  the  result  to 
which  this  hypothesis  leads ;  Mark  "  is  not,  as  some  have  re- 
peated from  Augustine,  the  epitomist,  but  the  reviser  of  Mat- 
thew^ and  sometimes  his  revision  is  so  rigid,  that  he  seems 
positively  to  contradict  him  J'   (Hug,  part  ii.,  chap,  i.,  §  27). 
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Hug  then  gives  instances  which  differ  in  their  aspects ;  precisely 
according  to  the  manner  in  which  we  view  them,  they  are  the 
differences  of  independent  authors,  or  the  corrections  of  Matthew 
b^  Mark.  He  says  they  are,  "  what  indeed  would  be  real  contra- 
dictions, did  we  not  know  that  Matthew  was  indifferent  as  to 
things  not  connected  with  his  purpose/'  But  if  Mark  corrects 
Matthew,  Matthew's  indifference  does  not  prevent  their  being 
real  contradictions,  for  the  instances  cited  are  not  of  omissions, 
but,  according  to  this  theory,  of  over-statements ;  instead  of  two 
demoniacs,  Mark  corrects  Matthew,  and  says  there  was  but  one; 
instead  of  two  blind  men,  Mark  corrects  Matthew,  and  says 
there  was  but  one.  Whereas,  according  to  the  commonly  ad- 
mitted rule,  viewing  both  as  independent  witnesses,  the  mention 
of  but  one  blind  man  or  one  demoniac  by  one  of  the  historians, 
does  not  invalidate  the  testimony  of  the  eye-witness  to  the  effect 
that  there  were  two. 

Again,  if  Luke  wrote  having  cognizance  of  Matthew's  and 
Mark's  gospels,  then  they  must  be  amongst  the  many  which  he 
intended  to  supersede ;  and  if  he  desired  to  record  all  that  Jesus 
did  and  taught,  in  order  that  Theophilus  might  know  the  cer- 
tainty of  them,  he  seems  to  render  doubtful  the  authority  of 
those  portions  of  Matthew  which  he  does  not  repeat.* 

There  is,  lastly,  one  other  objection  common  to  the  practical 
result  of  all  these  theories.  We  cannot  make  use  of  the  very 
strongest  internal  evidence  for  the  authenticity  of  the  gospels, 
viz.,  that  springing  from  the  undesigned  coincidences  of  indepen- 
dent witnesses :  because  the  coincidences  are  not  undesigned, 
the  witnesses  are  not  independent. 

I  wiU  first  enter  a  little  more  into  detail  with  regard  to  the 
peculiar  features  of  the  synoptical  gospels,  and  then  suggest  a 
thought  springing  from  the  previous  inquiries  of  others  which  I 
think  wiU  give  a  solution,  not  of  some  few,  but  of  all  the  pheno- 
mena noticed  above,  which,  therefore,  as  an  hypothesis,  will  have 
claims  superior  to  those  hitherto  propounded,  but  which  has  the 
still  greater  recommendation  of  elucidating  most  satisfactorily 
the  authenticity  and  inspiration  of  the  gospels. 

^  The  effect  of  the  different  theories  upon  the  construction  of  a  harmony  is  evi- 
dent. Thus  Mr.  Greswell,  who  supposes  that  Mark  wrote  after,  and  with  express 
relation  to  Matthew,  and  Luke  in  like  manner,  subsequently  and  in  direct  accommo- 
dation to  both  Matthew  and  Mark,  makes  the  order  of  Matthew  in  every  instance 
give  place  to  that  of  Luke.  Matthew's  Gospel,  however,  could  not  have  been  alluded 
to  in  St.  Luke's  Preface,  for  he  was  dvr6irrris — whereas  St.  Luke  speaks  only  of 
gospels  composed  by  persons  indebted  for  their  information  to  those  who  had  been 
dvr6irrai.  Again,  St.  Luke  did  not  allege  his  design  "  to  record  all  that  Jesus  did 
and  taught " — he  only  asserts  that  he  had  perfect  understanding  of  all  things,  and  so 
was  quaMed  for  the  task  which  he  had  undertaken. 


1857,]  A  Chapter  on  the  Harmonizing  Gospels.  69 

The  three  first  gospels  have  not  the  character  of  continuous 
histories^  but  are  rather  composed  of  brief  sections^  forming  a 
series  of  short  narratives^  complete  ixi  themselves^  and  very  com- 
monly quite  independent  of  what  precedes  and  follows. 

There  are  plain  intimations  in  the  gospels  of  many  events 
having  occurred  of  which  not  one  evangelist  gives  any  account. 
There  is,  for  example,  no  record  of  our  Lord  ever  having  been 
at  Chorazin,  or  at  Bethsaida  either,  until  after  the  woe  was  de- 
nounced, though  most  of  his  mighty  works  were  done  in  those 
places.  Yet,  at  the  same  time,  there  is  a  very  constant  repe- 
tition of  some  other  events,  sometimes  by  all  three,  sometimes 
by  two  of  the  evangelists.  Mark  has  many  additional  circum- 
stances, but  only  twenty-four  verses  narrate  facts  not  contained 
either  in  Matthew  or  Luke.  Matthew  records  sixteen  miracles, 
Luke  fifteen,  but  eleven  are  repetitions  of  Matthew ;  Mark  re- 
cords fifteen  also,  but  twelve  are  repetitions  of  Matthew,  and  ten 
of  Luke. 

Again,  without  taking  the  gospel  of  John  into  account,  we 
may  gather  from  the  first  three  gospels,  that  the  evangelists  were 
aware  of  considerable  part  of  our  Lord's  ministry  having  been 
passed  in  Judea,  and  yet  they  chiefly  confine  their  records  to 
events  occurring  in  Galilee. 

We  learn  from  Matt.  iv.  12,  and  Mark,  i.  14,  that  Jesus  re- 
mained in  Judea  after  his  baptism  until  John  was  imprisoned, — 
a  period  of  about  six  months.  The  effect  of  his  ministry  seems 
apparent,  in  multitudes  following  him  fix)m  Jerusalem  and  Judea 
(Matt.  iv.  25) .  The  other  evangelists  record  a  similar  following, 
on  another  occasion  of  withdrawal  (Mark,  iii.  8;  LuKe  vi.  17). 
The  faith  of  the  centurion  (Matt.  viii.  10 ;  Luke  vii.  9)  is  com- 
pared with  what  Jesus  had  met  in  Israel ;  this  "no,  not  in  Israel," 
cannot  be  limited  to  the  people  of  Israel  in  Galilee,  as  contrasted 
with  others  that  our  Lord  had  also  met  there,  but  "Israel^' 
seems  to  be  put  in  opposition  to  "  Galilee  of  the  Gentiles.'' 
Neander  takes  an  intimation  from  Matt.  xvi.  1,  "in  which  the 
scribes  and  pharisees  of  Jerusalem  are  spoken  of  as  gathering 
round  Jesus  in  Galilee,  and  asking  him  entangling  questions. 
-  •  .  .  After  his  labours  in  Jerusalem  had  drawn  their  hatred  upon 
him,  they  followed  him,  and  watched  him  suspiciously,  even  in 
Galilee"  (Neander's  lAfe  of  Christ,  p.  157).  The  same  may  be 
noticed  upon  another  occasion  (Luke  v.  17).  Had  our  Lord 
been  supposed  to  have  confined  his  ministry  to  Galilee,  the  his- 
torians would  hardly  have  recorded  his  declaration,  that  he  was 
only  sent  to  the  lost  sheep  of  the  house  of  Israel  (Matt.  xv.  24), 
or  that  his  apostles  were  to  confine  their  labours  to  the  lost 
sheep  of  the  house  of  Israel,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  cities  of  the 
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SamaritanB  and  Gentiles  (Matt.  x.  6),  for  the  inoonsistencjr  would 
have  been  manifest.  '<  Again,  the  earnest  exclamation  of  Christ 
recorded  in  Luke  xiii.  84;  Matt,  xxiii.  87,  distinctly  implies  that 
he  had  often  endeavoured  by  hi$  personal  teaching  in  Jerusalem^ 
to  rouse  the  people  to  repentance  and  conversion,  that  they 
might  he  saved''  (Neander,  p.  167).  Luke  xix.  41,  42,  is  a 
siimlar  example :  ''  If  thou  hadst  known  ....  but  now  are  they 
hid  firom  thine  eyes,''  implies  former  warnings  and  strivings 
unheeded,  and  the  consequent  judicial  blindness  which  then  was 
supervening. 

There  are,  I  think,  other  intimations  of  our  Lord  having 
been  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Jerusalem.  The  parable  of  the 
two  who  ''went  up  to  the  temple  to  pray"  (Luke  xviii.  10), 
implies  that  locality.  So  also,  Luke  xiii.  1,  "  There  were  pre- 
sent at  that  season  some  that  told  him  of  the  Gtdileans,  whose 
blood  Pilate  had  mingled  with  their  sacrifices;"  this  must  have 
been  where  the  sacrifices  were  offered.  The  allusion  to  the  two 
sparrows  (Matt.  x.  29)  probably  also  intimates  the  vicinity  of  the 
temple,  the  sparrows  being  used  by  the  leper  for  purification 
(Lev.  xiv.  4 — ^9). 

With  regard  to  the  verbal  particularities,  the  author  of  the 
Introduction  to  the  English  Translation  of  ScUeiemmcher  on 
Luke,  says : — "  One  phenomenon  which  struck  Mr.  Veysie  .... 
which  cannot  safely  be  neglected  on  any  hypothesis,  and  which 
seems  more  likely  than  any  other  to  lend  a  clue  in  the  most  dif- 
ficult parts  of  the  subject,  is  that  the  verbal  agreement  of  the 
evangelists  is  found  chiefly  in  the  words  of  our  Lord,  or  of 
others,  and  comparatively  seldom  in  the  narrative  of  facts" 
(Introduction  to  Schleiermacher  on  Luke,  p.  xxxvi.) 

''  In  Matthew's  gospel,  the  passages  verbally  coincident  with 
one  or  both  of  the  other  gospels  amount  to  less  than  one-sixth 
part  of  the  contents,  and  of  this  about  seven-eighths  occur  in  the 
recital  of  the  words  of  others.  In  Mark's  gospel,  the  proportion 
of  coiQcident  passages  is  about  one-sixth,  of  which  not  one-fifth 
occurs  in  narrative.  In  Luke,  the  proportion  of  verbal  agree- 
ment is  one-tenth,  of  which  one-twentieth  is  in  narrative"* 
(Norton,  vol.  i.,  note  D,  p.  cl.)  Now,  the  proportion  of  resem- 
blance between  the  narrative  and  the  relation  of  the  words  of 
others  being  so  different,  ''  the  same  cause  could  not  have  ope- 
rated alone  in  both  these  different  portions,  to  produce  coinci- 
dence of  language  "  (Ibid,  p.  cii.) 

"  For  the  comparison  of  verbal  correspondence  in  three  gos- 
pels, the  following  passages  ....  may  serve : — 

^  The  verbal  coincidence  between  Mark  and  Luke  amounts,  in  all,  to  less  than 
one-twelfth  part  of  Mark's  gospel. 
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Matt.  iii.  3, 11. 
„    viii.  2 — 4. 
f,    yiii.  15. 
„    ix.  2,  4—6. 
„    ix.  15. 
,,    ix.  22,  24. 
„    xii.  13. 
„    xiv.  19,  20. 
„     xvi.  21,  24—26. 
,f    xvi.  28  ;  xvii.  5. 
„     xviL  17. 
„     xix.  29. 
„     xxi.  12,  13,  23,  25 

—27. 
„     xxi.  42. 
„     xxii.  44. 
„     xxiv.  6—9,  19,  30, 

35. 
„     xxvi.  29. 


Mark  i.  3,  7. 
„    i.  40— 42,  44. 
„    i.31. 
„     ii.  5,  8—10. 
„     ii.  20. 
„    V.  34,  39. 
„    iii.  5. 
„     vi.41— 43. 
„    viii.  34—37. 
„    ix.  1,7. 
„    ix.  19. 
X.  29. 
"    Xi.  15,  17,  28,  30— 

33. 
„     xii.  10. 
„    xii.  36. 
„    xiii.  7—13,  17,  26, 

31. 
,,    xiv.  25. 


Luke  iii.  4,  16. 
»,     V.  12—14. 
„    iv.  39. 
„    V.  20,  22—24. 
„    V.  35. 
„     viii.  48,  52. 
„     vi.  10. 
„     ix.  16,  17. 
„    ix.  23—25. 
„    ix.  27,  35. 
„    ix.  41. 
„    xviii.  29.  ■ 
ft     xix.  45,   46 ;.  XX.  2, 

4—6,  8. 
„    XX.  17. 
„    XX.  42,  43. 
„    xxi.  9—17,  23,  27, 

33. 
„    xxii.  18. 
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''  Specimens  of  verbal  correspondence  in  sections^  comipon  to 
only  two  of  the  evangelists : — 

Mark  vi.  45,  53. 
„    vii.6,  7, 14. 
„    vii.  27  ;  viii.  1,  2. 
„    X.  7— 9. 
„    X.  38—45. 
„    xiii.  20. 
Luke  iv.  34,  35. 
„    ix.  26. 
„    ix.  49,  50. 
„.    vi.  27,  28,  42. 
„     viL  6—9. 
„    ix.  58,  60. 
„    vii.  19—28,  31—35. 
„    xL  31,  32,  24—26. 
„    xiii.  20,  21. 
„    xiii.  34,  35. 
„    XU.43— 46." 
(Davidson's  Introduction,  p.  378.) 

The  quotations  from  the  Old  Testament  in  the  gospels  com- 
pose so  integral  and  important  an  element^  that  no  theory  in- 
tended to  account  for  the  origin  of  the  gospels  can  be  pronounced 
satisfactory  which  leaves  their  phenomena  unexplained.  But  as 
in  the  phenomena  noticed  above^  it  was  necessary  to  draw  a  dis- 
tinction between  the  occurrence  of  verbal  resemblance  in  the 
narrative  and  in  the  conversations,  so  here  a  similar  distinction 
must  be  observed  between  these  quotations  of  our  Lord  which 
are  recorded  by  the  evangelists,  and  the  prophecies  which  are 
cited  by  the  evangelists  themselves  as  fiilfilled  by  occurrences  in 
our  Lord's  history.  For  the  correctness  of  the  citation  in  the 
one  instance,  is  resolved  into  the  historical  accuracy  of  the  evan- 
gelists ;  in  the  other  case,  it  comes  simply  as  a  quotation  made 


Matt.  xiv.  22,  34. 
„    XV.  7—10. 
„    XV.  26,  32. 
„    xix.  5,  6, 
„    XX.  22— 28. 
„    xxiv.  22. 
Mark  i.  24,  25. 
„    viii.  38. 

ix.  38,  40. 
.  V.  44  ;  vii.  5. 

viii.  8—10. 

viii.  20,  22. 

xi.  3—11,  16—19. 

xii.  41,  45. 

xiii.  33. 

xxiii.  37,  38. 

xxiv.  46 — 48,  50. 
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on  their  own  authority.  I,  therefore,  subjoin  a  list  of  quotations 
from  the  Old  Testament,  found  in  the  first  three  gospels,  taken 
from  Home's  Introduction,  but  separated  according  to  the  above- 
named  distinction,  and  the  result  is  somewhat  remarkable : — 

QUOTATIONS  BY  OUB  LOBD  FBOM  THE  OLD  TESTAMENT. 

Matt.  iv.  4  :  Lake  it.  4   Verbatim  with  the  Septnagint. 

!▼  6  rby  Satanl  i  Verbatim  with  the  Septoagint  (bat  omitting  a 

"       *      *•  ^  -^ \     sentence). 

„    iT.  7 Verbatim  with  the  Septnagint 

s«  lA  /Verbatim  with   the    Septaaaint.       (Alexandrine 

"    "^'^^  1     Text.) 

ix.  13  •  xiL  7 i  Verbatim   with   the   Septnagint.      (Alexandrine 

i     Text.) 

"    *''  ^  27**'^  **  ^  *  ^^^iDilfcn  from  both  Hebrew  and  Septnagint 

,f    xiiL  14,  15;  Mark  iv.  12  ;f  Verbatim  with   the  Septnagint.'     (Alexandrine 

Luke  viii.  10 \     Text.) 

(  Differs  from  the  Hebrew.    The  oldest  MSS.  and 

„    XV.  8,  9    J     Versions  agree  in  a  reading  which  is  almost  ver- 

(     batim  with  the  Septoagint.    (Alexandrine  Text.) 
jIj^  5  ?  Almost  verbatim  with  the  Septnagint.    (Alexan- 

"         \     drineText.) 

,,    xix.  18,  19 Verbatim  with  the  Septnagint. 

,,    xix.  19 ;  xxii.  39 Verbatim  vnth  the  Septnagint. 

'  Agrees  both  with  Hebrew  and  Septnagint.  Bloom- 
field  on  Mark ;  Govett  on  Isaiah  Ivi.  7.  Not 
mentioned  by  Home.  Onr  Lord  also,  in  his 
words,  *'  a  den  of  thieves"  (ov^Xoiov  \rfirr»y) 
quotes  verbatim  from  the  Septnagint  oif  Jer. 
vii.  11. 

xxi.  16 Verbatim  with  the  Septnagint. 

„    xxi.^2;  Mark  xii.  10;  Luke  J^^,^^^.^  ^^^  ^^^  Septnagint. 

xxii.  32  •    Mark  xii.  26  •  f  Mark  quotes,  with  an  omission,  verbatim  from  the 
"  Lukexx.  37  ....... .M      Septnagint.      (Alexandrine  Text.)      Matthew 

I      almost  so.     Luke's  quotation  is  indirect. 
J  Matthew  agrees  exactly  with  Hebrew,  except  in 
„    xxii.  37  ;    Mark  xi.  30  ;^      rendering  JT^  "thy  might,"  by  Jiovof?   trod, 

Luke  X.  27    Mtak  and  Luke  resemble  the  Septnagint  more 

^     than  Matthew. 
"    "\uke  xx^4?  '^'  ^^  ' }  Verbatim  with  the  Septnagint. 

^j.^  3  J  ?  Nearly  verbatim  with  the  Septnagint.    (Alexan- 

"  I     drine  Text.) 

„    xxvii.  46  [in  Hebrew]    . .  /  ^'^^  ^^m  the  Septnagint ;  agrees  with  the  He- 
^  (     brew. 

Luke  iv.  18, 19 .' .     Taken  from  the  Septuagint. 

{Agrees  in  words  with  the  Septuagint,  the  only  dif- 
ference being  the  use  of  another  (Hreposition, 
which  slightly  alters  the  constmction.  Exact 
with  the  Hebrew. 

"  Here  it  will  be  observed,  that  our  Lord^s  quotations  almost 

d  St.  John  (xii.  40),  in  quoting  this  passage  (Is.  vi.  9)  for  himself,  does  not  agree 
with  the  Septiuigint — a  forcible  illustration  of  the  theory  proposed. 


xxi.  13;  Mark  xi.  17  ;  Luke 
xix.46  
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universally  agree  with  the  Septuagint/  some  of  which,  at  the 
same  time,  dSfers  from  the  Hebrew.  But,  a  has  been  well  re- 
marked, it  is  obvious  that  [even]  in.  those  instances  in  which 
quotations  precisely  agree  both  with  the  Hebrew  and  the  Seventy, 
they  must  be  regarded  as  [immediately]  derived,  not  from  the 
former,  but  from  the  latter  source'^  (Journal  of  Sacred  Literature, 
January,  1852,  p.  270).  The  truth  of  this  observation  will  be 
readily  admitted,  when  the  ambiguity  with  which  it  is  stated  is 
removed;  ^' ^ precise  agreement  with  the  Hebrew,^^  must  be  un- 
derstood in  a  different  extent  from  ^^  a  precise  agreement  with 
the  Septuagint;^'  a  precise  agreement  with  the  Hebrew,  means 
that  we  have  an  exact  equivalent ;  a  precise  agreement  with  the 
Seventy,  means  that  we  have  verbal  identity,  and  where  there  is 
verbal  identity,  the  copiousness  of  the  Greek  language  prevents 
the  idea  of  an  independent  translation. 

The  next  list  is  of  citations  by  the  evangelists  of  prophecies 
as  fulfilled  by  circumstances  in  our  Lord^s  life  and  ministry. 

CITATIONS   BY   THE    HARMONIZING   EVANGELISTS. 

Matt.  i.  23 i  Nearly  agrees  mth  the  Hebrew./    Taken  from  the 

\     Septuagint  (Alex.  Cod.) 

{These  words  express  the  answer  of  the  Sanhedrim 
to  Herod,  and  are  not  a  citation  by  the  evange- 
list. ''  It  is  a  free  paraphrase  of  Mieah  y.  2  " 
(Alford),  but  agrees  not  exactly  with  either. 

M    ii.  15    Differs  from  the  Septuagint,  exact  with  the  Hebrew. 

j£  ^g  ^     f  Differs  from  the  Septuagint,  rendered  from  the 

"      (     Hebrew. 

„    ii.  23    Not  quoted  from  any  particular  prophet.^ 

„    iiL  3;   Mark  i.  3;  Lukef^^^  '^  seiwe  (though  not  exactly)  with  the 

yj  ^ g  ^         -<      Hebrew,  and  also  with  the  Septuagint,  probably 

(     so  rendered  by  the  sacred  writers  themselves, 
iv  15   16  f  Differs  from  the  Septuagint,   rendered  generally 

"       '      *      1      from  the  Hebrew. 

^jjl^  jy J  Differs  from  the  Septuagint,  rendered  from  the 

* \     Hebrew. 

„    xii.  18 — 21 ,'. Differs  from  the  Septuagint. 

„    xiii.  35 Differs  from  the  Septuagint. 

3mj^  5  f  Differs  from  the  Septuagint,  rendered,  with  omis- 

\     sion,  from  the  Hebrew. 

22Yii  9  10 /  Differs  from  the  Septuagint,  rendered,  with  some 

\     variation,  from  the  Hebrew. 


«  There  are  four  exceptions, — Matt.  xi.  10;  xxii.  37;  xxvii.  46;  Luke  xxii.  37; 
which  shall  be  noticed  after  the  theory  has  been  propounded. 

f  **  The  single  difference  is,  that  in  the  Hebrew  it  is  said,  *  thou  shall  call,'  and 
in  the  New  Testament  it  is,  *  they  shall  call.' " — Journal  S,  Z.,  No.  xiii.,  p.  121. 
The  reviewer  does  not  consider  it  taken  from  the  Septuagint. 

9  If  the  allusion  is  to  *i^3,  Isa.  xi.  1 ;  Ix.  21,  the  evangelist  must  have  had  the 
Hebrew,  not  the  Septuagint,  in  his  mind. 
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{  Diiftn  dii^tiy  In  oonitruetkmfiom  the  Septoaigmt 

Mark  xt.  28 <     as  before  remarked  (p.  62),  on  Luke  xxiL  37,^ 

(    exact  with  the  Hebrew. 
Luke  ii  23  i  ^^  *  direct  quoUtion.    Agrees  generally  with  the 

(     Hebrew. 

U^  24  /  Agreee  in  sense,  not  in  words,  with  the  Septuag^lty 

"  \     exact  with  the  Hebrew. 

Here  it  will  be  perceived,  that  tlie  general  rule  is  very  dif- 
ferent from  what  prevailed  with  regard  to  the  former  class  of 
quotations.  The  passages  cited  by  the  evangelists  themselves, 
and  not  their  records  of  quotations  occurring  in  conversations,  do 
not  shew  that  verbal  identity  with  the  Septuagint,  which  in  the 
former  case  was  so  remarkable.  Moses  Stuart,  no  mean  autho- 
rity, would  lead  us  to  suppose  that,  -with  scarcely  one  exception, 
thev  are  exact  renderings  firom  the  Hebrew,  that  in  no  instance 
is  the  authority  of  the  Septuagint  preferred  to  that  of  the  He- 
brew, but,  on  the  contrary,  whenever  they  differ  the  Hebrew  is 
followed.  Possibly  this  stiettement  is  rather  too  strong,  and  it  is 
certainly  much  more  decided  than  my  theory  requires.  It  is  suf- 
ficient for  me  to  say,  that  the  manner  of  quoting  by  the  evan- 
gelists is  obviously  different  from  that  of  our  Lord.  Had  there 
been  the  same  verbal  identity  with  the  Septuagint,  in  their  bwn 
quotations,  as  is  discovered  in  their  record  of  the  Lord^s  quota- 
tions, it  might  have  been  said  that  in  the  latter  case  they  had 
substituted  what  they  found  in  the  Septuagint,  for  what  our 
Lord  had  said  in  Aramaic ;  but  there  being  this  different  law  in 
the  one  case  firom  the  other,  it  is  only  to  be  accounted  for  by  the 
fact  that  when  our  Lord  quoted  the  Scripture,  he  used  l^e  Sep- 
tuagint, but  when  the  evangelists  quoted  it,  the  Septuagint  was 
not  exclusively  followed.  They  did  not  allow  the  Septuagint  to 
ignore  the  Hebrew,  though  we  suppose  that  their  familiarity 
with  the  Septuagint  would  influence  them  even  when  rendering 
directly  from  the  Hebrew,  and  still  more  so  if  only  quoting  from 
memory. 

We  now  have  got  two  distinct  sets  of  appearances,  and  both 
plainly  pointing  to  one  solution.  The  peculiar  viBrbal  resem- 
blance between  the  evangelists,  preserved  in  the  Greek,  is  chiefly 
in  the  records  of  conversations,  whether  those  of  our  Lord  or  of 
others,  and  rarely  in  the  narrative.  In  like  manner,  the  quota- 
tions used  by  our  Lord  in  conversation  verbally  agree  with  the 
Septuagint ;  while,  with  regard  to  the  quotations  by  the  evan- 
gelical historians  themselves,  though  they  may  indicate  that  their 
translations  of  the  Hebrew  were  influenced  by  a  familiarity  with 

A  This  verse  is  omitted  by  the  best  MSS.,  and  seems  to  be  the  insertion  of  a 
copyist  from  Luke  xxii.  37. 
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the  rendering  of  the  Septuagmt,  yet  there  is  by  no  means  a  ser- 
vile adoption  of  that  version;  on  the  contrary,  a  preference  for 
the  authority  of  the  Hebrew  is  evident.  And  this  must  lead  us 
to  conclude,  that  when  the  Septuagint  is  quoted,  it  is  not  from 
any  supposed  superior  authority,  but  from  some  other  cause. 

Before  stating  the  hypothesis  which  I  propose,  I  will  give 
the  result  of  a  very  interesting  inquiry  of  Hug's  as  to  the  lan- 
guage of  Palestine  at  the  time  of  our  Lord's  ministry : — "  The 
Syrian,  Phoenician,  and  Jewish  coast  throughout,  to  the  borders 
of  Egypt,  was  occupied  by  cities  either  entirely  or  half  Greek. 
The  Israelitish  coast,  from  the  Anion  upwards,  Gilead,  Bashan, 
Hauran,  Trachonitis,  including  Abilene,  was  entirely  Greek  to- 
wards the  north,  and  towards  the  south  mostly  in  possession  of 
the  Greeks.  In  Judea  and  Galilee  there  were  several  cities 
wholly,  or  at  least  in  great  measure,  inhabited  by  Greeks'' 
(Hug's  IntrodttctwUf  part,  ii.,  chap,  i.,  §  10,  p.  339,  Fosdick's 
Ed.) 

That  Hug's  conclusion  is  correct  seems  to  be  generally  ad- 
mitted. The  author  of  the  Introduction  to  Schleiermacher's 
Essay  on  Luke,  says : — ^^The  result  of  the  inquiry  seems  to  be, 
that  in  the  time  of  Christ  several  towns  of  Palestine  were  ex- 
clusively inhabited  by  Greeks;  that  Greek  was  the  medium  of 
intercourse  between  the  Komans  and  the  Jews;  that  the  know- 
ledge of  it  was  very  general  in  the  cities  and  amongst  the  more 
educated  classes;  and  that  on  the  whole  the  number  of  those 
who  knew  no  other  language  was  greater  than  that  of  those 
who  understood  only  the  vernacular  tongue  of  Palestine  "  {In- 
troductiony  p.  ci.) 

Moses  Stuart  says:  "  Hug,hl«  shewn  amply,  and  I  should 
think  conclusively,  that  Greek  was  very  extensively  spoken  in 
Palestine  during  the  apostolic  ages.'' — (Note  16,  p.  705,  Fos- 
dick.) 

Our  Lord  was  induced  at  various  times  to  leave  Judea  and 
to  pursue  his  ministry  in  Galilee,  not  from  want  of  success,  but, 
apparently,  from  prudential  motives.  When  he  learned  that 
John  had  been  cast  into  prison,  and  that  the  Pharisees  were 
aware  of  his  still  greater  success  (Matt.  iv.  12,  with  John  iv.  1), 
expecting  that  their  undivided  opposition  woidd  thenceforth  be 
directed  against  him,  he  departed  from  Judea  and  AilfiUed  the 
prophecy  of  Isaiah,  by  pursuing  his  ministry  in  "  Galilee  of  the 
Gentiles.^'  When  he  again  attempted  Judea,  the  persecution  of 
the  Pharisees  caused  him  a  second  time  to  retire  to  the  sea 
(Mark  iii.  6,  7) ;  and  thus  another  prophecy  with  regard  to  our 
Jjord  was  fulfilled  in  two  respects,  first,  his  desire  to  avoid  strife 
(Matt.  xii.  19)y  which  caused  him  to  retire  from  the  Pharisees ; 
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and  next^  his  successM  efiPorts  among  the  Gentiles.  "  He  shall 
shew  judgment  unto  the  Gentiles  ....  and  in  his  name  shall 
the  GentUes trust"  (Matt.  xii.  18 — 21).  John  states  the  same 
reason  upon  two  other  occasions  (John  vii.  1 ;  xi.  54),  as  ex- 
plaining why  our  Lord  walked  in  Galilee  in  preference  to  Judea. 
Where  the  Gentile  element  was  strong,  there  the  persecuting 
propensity  of  the  Pharisees  was  not  so  powerful ;  and,  as  our 
Lord  was  forced  to  pursue  his  ministry  where  Jewish  prejudice 
had  been  partly  broken  down  by  the  Gentile  intermixture^  it  is 
clear  that  many  of  his  labours  and  discourses  must  have  been 
where  the  Greek  language  and  not  the  Aramaic  prevailed. 

The  theory^  then,  which  I  propose  is  simply  this : — In  those 
parts  where  Greek  was  the  more  prevalent  language,  or  when 
our  Lord  was  addressing  a  mixed  multitude  among  whom  the 
Greek  was  the  most  generally  familiar  language,  his  discourses 
were  in  that  langu^e;  and  the  Apostles  being  scrupulously 
faithful,  and  intending  to  write  their  histories  in  the  language 
which  obtained  throughout  the  world,  preferred  recording  those 
events,  and  relating  those  discourses,  in  which  the  very  words  of 
our  Lord,  and  not  mere  translations,  could  be  preserved.  Now, 
were  two  or  more  ear-witnesses  to  record  a  conversation,  the 
probable,  or,  I  may  say,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  the 
inevitable  consequence 'would  be,  that  whilst  the  very  words  or 
expressions  which  were  not  of  uncommon  occurrence  might  be 
recorded  by  one,  yet  by  another  they  would  be  conveyed  in 
synonymes,  but  ^'  rare  and  singular  expressions"  would  be  re- 
corded by  all,  and  such  we  find  to  be  precisely  the  case  with 
regard  to  the  verbal  resemblances  in  the  discourses  of  our  Lord, 
and  we  need  no  other  theory^  account  for  the  phenomenon. 
In  like  manner,  if  our  Lord  was  discoursing  in  Greek,  and  with 
those  who  were  familiar  with  the  Septuagint  version,  he  would, 
most  probably,  have  quoted  from  it,  rather  than  render  his 
quotations  firom  the  Hebrew.-  This  idea  accounts  for  by  far  the 
greater  portion  of  verbal  identity  in  the  gospels  j  but,  as  Norton 
justly  observes  (vol.  i.,  p.  102),  another  cause  must  have  been  in 
operation  to  produce  coincidence  of  language,  where  the  evan- 
gelists spoke  in  their  own  persons.  This  I  will  attempt  to  point 
out  hereafter  in  each  individual  case. 

This  theory  also  accounts  for  the  law  which  r^ulated  the 
evangelists  in  their  quotations  from  the  Old  Testament.  When 
using  their  Scriptures  as  an  authority,  they  preferred  the  original 
Hebrew;  but,  as  I  have  already  noticed,  when  recording  our 
Lord^s  arguments,  the  Septuagint  is  foDowed.  This  is  perfectly 
intelligible,  if  the  conversations  in  which  these  quotations  are 
found  were  carried  on  in  Greek ;  but,  had  our  Lord  discoursed 
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in  Aramaic^  and  quoted  from  the  Hebrew,  it  is  inconceivable 
that  the  evangelists  would  have  followed  the  Septuagint  version 
in  recording  his  quotations,  whilst  they  themselves  preferred 
using  the  Hebrew  as  an  authority. 

The  theory  also  accounts  for  the  peculiar  character  of  the 
Greek.  Luke  by  his  introduction  shews  himself  by  no  means 
incapable  of  writing  good  Greek,  yet  his  Gospel,  and  the  first  part 
of  the  Acts,  as  well  as  the  other  two  harmonizing  gospels,  '^next 
to  the  Apocalypse,  are  the  most  thoroughly  Hebraic  of  any  part 
of  the  Scriptures/' — (Newman  in  Kitto's  Bib.  Cyc.^  article  "Hel- 
lenists/')  Now,  it  is  pretty  evident,  that  even  in  those  parts  of 
Ghdilee  where  Greek  was  the  more  prevalent  language,  it  would 
not  be  in  ^  pure  form,  but  would  have  a  strong  Aramaic  inter- 
mixture,  which  the  evangelists,  if  they  were  not  translating,  but 
recording  what  actually  occurred,  woidd  preserve.  In  the  latter 
part  of  the  Acts,  when  Luke  was  not  influenced  by  this  cause, 
he  gives  us  purer  Greek. 

The  same  reason  will  explain  why  the  verbal  resemblance  is 
not  discernible  in  the  record  of  conversations  connected  with  the 
crucifixion.  The  language  of  our  Lord's  most  prejudiced  oppo« 
nents  in  Jerusalem  was  not  Greek. 

The  same  reason  which  influenced  the  evangelists  in  the 
choice  of  their  subjects  will  account  for  the  events  of  Galilee 
being  almost  exclusively  recorded.* 

The  resemblance  between  any  two,  together  with  their  differ- 
ence from  the  third  evangelist,  either  in  the  incidents  or  in  the 
historic  order  of  the  events,  may,  I  apprehend,  be  accounted  for 
by  our  tracing  the  personal  history  of  the  evangelists.  Luke 
and  Mark  being  sometimes  together  witnesses  of  apostolic  dis- 
courses, where  Matthew  was  absent;  Mark  again,  being  with 
Matthew  when  Luke  was  absent,  and  Luke  possibly,  during  his 
two  years'  residence  in  Judea,  deriving  his  information  partly 
from  Matthew,  or  the  hearers  of  Matthew,  when  Mark  was 
elsewhere. 

I  have  now  stated  the  theory,  and  shewn  how  as  an  hypo- 
thesis it  accounts  for  all  the  ph«[iomena,  except  one  minor 
point  (see  p.  72,  note),  which  I  have  reserved  for  future  exami- 
nation; and  I  maintain  that,  as  an  hypothesis,  it  is  superior  to 
any  one  hitherto  proposed,  inasmuch  as  it  solves  all  the  pheno- 
mena, and  does  so  in  a  probable  and  simple  manner,  instead  of 
only  accounting  for  one  particular  feature,  by  many  improbable 
and  gratuitous  assumptions. 

*  The  reason  why  events  in  particular  localities  of  Galilee  are  not  recorded  will 
Bubseqnently  be  noticed. 
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I  now  propose  making  some  observations  on  the  different 
sections  in  which  the  verbal  resemblance  is  discernible ;  but^  as 
Bishop  Marsh's  observations  were  made  with  reference  to  the 
theoij  which  he  propounded,  it  will,  perhaps,  be  safer  to  follow 
Dr.  Davidson  in  the  examples  which  he  has  given  as  quoted 
above,  without,  however,  losmg  sight  of  the  learned  prelate,  par- 
ticularly with  respect  to  the  passages  whero  the  verbal  resemblance 
ceases,  which  did  not  fall  within  the  province  of  Dr.  Davidson  to 
notice.  I  append  some  passages  (arranged  in  harmony),  which 
present  any  remarkable  verbal  resemblance.  To  give  in  full  the 
whole  of  the  passages  referred  to  would  take  up  too  much  space : 
it  is  hoped,  however,  that  a  selection  of  some  remarkable  cases 
of  verbal  identity,  as  here  given,  will  assbt  the  reader  in  follow- 
ing the  remarks  on  each  section. 

Matt.  iii.  1—12;  Maek  i.  2—8;  Lukb  iii.  1—18. 

In  the  mission  of  the  Baptist,  there  appears  considerable 
verbal  resemblance.  In  the  third  verses  of  Matthew  and  Mark, 
and  the  fourth  of  Luke,  all  differ  in  the  quotation,  both  from  the 
Hebrew  and  the  3eptui^int,  and  all  agree  in  the  deviation. 


Matthew  iii. 

3.  .  .  .  The  voice  of  one 
crying  in  the  wilderness, 
Prepare  ye  the  way  of 
the  Lordi  make  his  paths 
straight. 

4.  And  the  same  John 
had  his  raiment  of  camel's 
hair,  and  a  leathern  girdle 

about  his  loins ;  and  his 
meat  was  locusts  and  wild 
honey. 

5.  Then  went  oat  to  him 
Jerusalem  and  all  Judsa, 
and  all  the  region  round 
about  Jordan. 

6.  And  were  baptized  of 
him  In  Jordan, 
confessing  their  sins. 

7.  .  .  .  O  generation  of 
Tipers,  who  hath  warned 
you  to  flee  from  the  wrath 
to  come  ? 

8.  Bring  forth  therefore 
fruits  meet  for  repentance. 

9.  And  think  not  to  say 
within  yourselves,    We 
have    Abraham    to     our 


Mark  L 

3.  The  voice  of  one 
crying  in  the  wilderness, 
Prepare  ye  the  way  of 
the  Lord,  make  his  paths 
straight. 

6.  And  John  was  clothed 
with  camel's  hair,  and 
with  a  girdle  of  a  skin 
(C^^f  9€pfiariy7ip) 
about  his  loins;  and  he 
did  eat  locusts  and  wild 
honey. 

5.  And  there  went  out 
unto  him  aU  the  land  of 
Judea,  and  they  of  Jeru- 
salem, 

and  were  all  baptized  of 
him  in  the  river  Jordan, 
confessing  their  sins. 


Luke  iiL 

4.  •  .  .  The  voice  of  one 
crying  in  the  wilderness, 
Prepare  ye  the  way  of 
the  Lord,  make  his  paths 
straight. 


7.  .  .  .  O  generation  of 
vipers,  who  hath  warned 
you  to  flee  from  the  wrath 
to  come  ? 

8.  Bring  forth  therefore 
fruits  meet  for  repentance, 
and      begin    not    to    say 
within  yourselves,  We 
have  Abraham  to  our 
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Matthew  lii. 

father,  for  I  say  unto  you 
that  God  is  ahle  of  these 
stones  to  raise  up  children 
unto  Ahraham. 

10.  And  now  also  the  axe 
la  laid  unto  the  root  of  the 
trees;  therefore  every  tree 
which  bringeth  not  forth 
good  fruit  is  hewn  down 
and  cast  into  the  fire. 

11.  I  indeed  baptize  you 
with  water  unto  repent- 
ance; but  he  that  cometh 
after  me  is  mightier  than  I, 
whose  shoes  I  am  not 
worthy  to  bear. 


Mark  i. 


7.  There  cometh  one 
mightier  than  I  after  me, 
the  latchet  of  whose  shoes 
I  am  not  worthy  to  stoop 
down  and  unloose. 

8. 1  indeed  have  baptized 
you  with  water, 
He  shall  baptize  you  with 
the  Holy  Ghost. 


Luke  iii. 

father,  for  I  say  unto  you 
that  God  is  able  of  these 
stones  to  raise  up  children 
unto  Abraham. 

9.  And  now  also  the  axe 
is  laid  unto  the  root  of  the 
trees:  every  tree,  therefore, 
that  bringeth  not  forth 
good  fruit  is  hewn  down 
and  cast  into  the  fire. 

16.  ....  I  mdeed 
baptize  you  with  water, 
but  one 
mightier  than  I  cometh, 
the  latchet  of  whose  shoes 
I  am  not  worthy 
to  unloose. 


He  shall  baptize  you  with 
the  Holy  Ghost,  and  with 
fire. 

17.  Whose  ftn  is  in  his 
hand,  and  he  will  throughly 
purge  his  floor,  and  will 
gather  the  wheat  into  his 
gamer,  but  the 
chaff  he  will  bum  with 
fire  unquenchable. 


He  shall  baptize  you  with 
the  Holy  Ghost,  and  with 
fire. 

12.  Whose  fan  is  in  his 
hand,  and  he  will  throughly 
purge  his  floor,  and 
gatber  his  wheat  into  the 
gamer,  but  he  will 
bum  up  the  chaff  with 
unquenchable  fire. 

The  verbal  resemblance  with  each  other  in  the  quotation^ 
where  they  at  the  same  time  differ  &om  the  Septuagint^  shews 
that  all  conld  not  have  derived  it  immediately  &om  the  Septua- 
gint^  there  must  have  been  some  common  source  for  the  quota- 
tion in  its  present  form.  Mr.  Home  says : — "  It  agrees  in  sense, 
though  not  exactly,  with  the  Hebrew,  and  also  with  the  Septua- 
gint,  probably  it  was  so  rendered  by  the  sacred  writers  them- 
selves;'' but  the  verbal  resemblance  in  like  manner  prevents 
our  supposing  that  it  was  so  rendered  independently  by  each  of 
the  sacred  writers.  Mr.  Huxtable,  in  his  learned  essay  having 
discussed  the  matter  at  some  length,  infers  that  the  quotation 
was  derived  from  the  Septuagint,  but  that  it  was  a  quotation 
from  memory.  Now,  it  will  also  be  observed,  that  the  resem- 
blance in  Matt.  iii.  6,  with  Mark  i.  6,  is  in  the  narrative,  which 
leads  to  the  conclusion  that  whatever  verbal  resemblance  there 
may  be  between  any  two  of  the  three  evangelists  in  this  passage, 
it  cannot  be  accounted  for  solely  by  the  supposition  that  the 
language  was  originally  Greek;  it  comes  under  the  second  class 
of  phenomena  which  I  noticed,  viz.,  the  verbal  resemblance  where 
the  evangelists  spoke  in  their  own  persons.     Here  then  we  must 
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admit  that  they  derived  their  information  from  the  same  source, 
and  that  not  the  immediate  fountain-head.  But  that  it  was  not 
either  a  written  document  or  stereotyped  oral  original  appears 
probable  from  the  clauses  in  Matthew  iii.  11,  and  Luke  iii.  16, 
not  being  in  the  same  order  as  in  Mark  i.  7,  8.  The  sacred 
writers  must  have  been  ear-witnesses  of  Peter,  or  Andrew,  or 
some  other  of  John's  disciples,  and  the  quotation  from  the  Old 
Testament  having  been  from  memory  leads  to  the  same  con- 
elusion. 

Matt.  viii.  1—4;  Mark  i.  40 — 45;  Luke  v.  12 — 16. 

In  the  healing  of  the  leper,  here  related,  the  verbal  agree- 
ment is  in  the  conversation  and  not  in  the  additional  narrative 
hy  Mark  and  Luke.  This  passage,  therefore,  is  a  fair  test  of  the 
theory  with  regard  to  the  first  and  principal  class  of  verbal  phe- 
nomena, viz.,  the  verbal  resemblance  in  our  Lord's  discourses. 


Matthbw  ▼ui. 

2. . . .  Lord,  if  thou  wilt 
thou  canat  make  me  dean. 

And  Jesus 
pat  forth 

his  hand  and  tonehed  him» 
saying,  I  will, 
be  thou  clean. 

4.  And  Jesus  salth 
unto  him, 

See  thou  tell  no  man, 
but  go  thy  way, 
shew  thyself  to  the  priest, 
and  ofifer  the  gift  that 

Moses  commanded, 

for  a  testimony  unto  them. 


Mark  i. 

40 IfthouJwilt 

thou  canst  make  me  clean. 

41.  And  Jesus  moved 
with  compassion  put  forth 
his  hand  and  touched  him, 
and  saith  unto  him,  I  will, 
be  thou  clean. 

44.  And  saith 
unto  him.  See  thou  say 
nothing  to  any  man, 
but  go  thy  way, 
shew  thyself  to  the  priest, 
and  offer  for  thy  cleansing 
those  things  wluch 
Moses  commanded, 
for  a  testimony  unto  them. 


Luke  y. 

12. . .  Lord,  if  thou  wilt 
thou  canst  make  me  dean. 

13.  And  he 
put  forth 

his  hand  and  touched  hina, 
saying,  I  will, 
be  thou  clean. 

14.  And  he 
charged  him 
to  tell  no  man, 
but  go  and 

shew  thyself  to  the  priest, 
and  offer  for  thy  cleansing 
according  as 
Moses  commanded, 
for  a  testimony  unto  them. 


Now,  as  we  learn  from  St.  Luke  that  the  leper  was  in  one 
of  the  cities,  it  must  have  been  a  city  where  Gentile  influence 
predominated ;  for  it  was  contrary  to  the  law  that  a  leper  should 
be  in  one  of  the  cities  of  Israel  (Lev.  xiii.  46).  Our  Lord,  more- 
over, appears  to  allude  to  this  very  leper  in  his  visit  to  Nazareth 
(Luke  iv.  27) ;  and  as  he  justifies  the  extension  of  mercy  to  him 
by  a  sioiilar  benefit  formerly  conferred  on  a  Gentile  leper,  we 
may  infer  that,  not  only  was  the  city  one  in  which  Gtentile  in- 
fluence predominated,  but  that  the  individual  was  himself  a 
Gentile.  I  do  not  doubt,  therefore,  that  the  verbal  resemblance 
in  this  passage  is  to  be  traced  to  the  original  discourse  having 
been  in  Greek. 
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Matt.  viii.  14 — 17;  Mabk  i.  30 — 34;  Luke  iv.  88 — 41. 

Bishop  Marsh  finds  no  verbal  agreement  between  Matthew 
and  Mark  in  this  passage.  When  Peter  and  his  brother  fisher- 
men were  first  called,  the  vernacular  language  among  them  does 
not  appear  to  have  been  Greek — ^the  terms  Messias*  and  Cephas 
(John  i.  41,  42)  seem  to  intimate  the  contrary ;  hence,  we  could 
not  account  for  any  verbal  agreement  in  this  passage  proceeding 
from  that  source.  The  resemblance  pointed  out  by  Dr.  Davidson 
between  the  fifteenth  verse  of  Matthew  and  its  parallels  is  not 
in  conversation,  but  narrative;  and  as  Matthew  was  not  an  ear- 
witness  any  more  than  the  others,  the  resemblance  is  to  be 
attributed  to  the  same  source  of  information,  probably  Peter 
himself. 


Matthbw  iriiL  15. 

And  he 
touched  her  hand, 
and  the 

fever  left  her,  and  she 
arose  and  ministered 
unto  them. 


Mark  i.  31. 

And  he  came  and 
took  her  hy  the  hand  and 
hfted  her  up,  and  immedi- 
ately  the   fever   left  her, 
and  she  ministered 
unto  them. 


Luke  iv.  39. 

And  he 
stood  over  her,  and 
rebuked  the  fever,  and 
it  left  her,  and  immediately 
she  arose,   and  ministered 
unto  them. 


The  quotation  in  Matthew  diflering  from  the  Septuagint,  but 
being,  according  to  Moses  Stuart,  rendered  from  the  Hebrew,  is 
a  negative  confirmation  of  the  theory  proposed. 

Isaiah  liii.  4  (LXX). 

OVros  rits  hfioprlas  rifi&y  ^4p€i 
Kol  vepl  ruMtp  oBwoTCU. 


Matthew  viii.  17. 

Ahrhs  r&f  dffdcytloi  Tffx&v  IXo^ey 
Kol  rks  v6<rov5  ifidffraurey. 


Matt.  ix.  1—8;  Maek  ii.  1—12;  Luke  v.  17—26. 

The  miracle  recorded  in  this  section  was  performed  in  Caper- 
naum, one  of  the  cities  against  which  the  Lord  subsequently  de- 
nounced the  woe.  And  here  I  must  point  out  a  difierence  which 
itppears  in  the  contrast  drawn  by  our  Lord  between  Capernaum 
with  Sodom,  and  that  between  Chorazin  and  Bethsaida  with 
Tyre  and  Sidon.  These  two  last  were  Gentile  cities ;  but  the 
greater  fitness  to  receive  the  Lord  among  the  Gentiles  was  not  a 

^  But  in  Samaria  we  gather  from  the  woman  saying,  "  Messias which  is 

called  Christ;"  that  though  she  styled  him  Messias,  in  accordance  with  the  usage  of 
the  Jews  (as  she  was  addressing  one),  yet  that  amongst  her  people,  "Christ "  was  the 
more  general  designation. 

When  the  Samaritans  murdered  Andromachus  (cir.  b.c.  33),  Alexander  hastened 
from  Egypt  to  Samaria  to  avenge  the  murder,  and  having  put  to  death  the  guilty  par- 
ties, he  banished  the  rest  of  the  citizens,  and  repeopled  the  place  with  Macedonians. — 
Quint  Curt,,  Ub.  iv.;  Efueb.  Chron.  A.,  1685,  in  Diodat,  part  i.,  chap.  2,  §  2.  After 
this  the  Greek  language  probably  prevailed  in  Samaria. 
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better  moral  preparation,  but  the  absence  <^  Jewish  prejudice; 
the  contrast,  therefore,  leBids  as  to  infer,  that  in  Chorazin  and 
Bethsaida  the  Jewish  element  predominated,  and  this,  according 
to  the  theory  proposed,  accounts  for  none  of  the  many  mighty 
works  which  were  performed  there  having  been  recorded,  the 
Aramaic  having  been  the  language  which  prevailed  in  those 
cities.'  But  with  regard  to  Capernaum  the  case  is  diffiBrent; 
much  of  what  occurred  there  is  recorded;  and  our  Lord,  when 
denouncing  the  woe,  does  not  compare  it  with  any  Jewish  or 
Gtentile  city  then  in  existence,  but  with  one  which  had  been 
destroyed  because  of  its  moral  pollution,  implying  that  the  hin- 
drance to  his  doctrine  was  not  Jewish  prejudice,  but  Gentile  dis- 
soluteness. That  the  Oentile  element  predominated  in  Caper- 
naum is,  I  think,  to  be  gathered  from  our  Lord^s  address  at 
Nazareth,  ''  Whatsoever  we  have  heard  done  in  Capernaum,  do 
also  here.''  But  he  justifies  his  conduct  by  the  example  of 
Elijah,  who  was  not  sent  to  a  woman  of  Israel,  but  to  a  Gentile 
at  Sarepta  of  Sidon ;  and  again,  Elisha  did  not  cure  a  leper  in 
Israel,  but  Naaman  the  Syrian  (Luke  iv.  16 — 80).  As  then  the 
Gentile  element  predominated  at  Capernaum,  so  also  the  Greek 
language  prevailed  there.  We  have,  therefore,  reason  to  expect 
verbal  resemblance  between  the  evangelists  when  recording  our 
Lord's  discourses  at  Capernaum. 


Matthew  ix. 

4 Wherefore 

think  ye  evil  in  your 
hearts? 

5.  For  whether  is  easier 
to  say, 

Thy  sins  be  forgiven 
thee,  or  to  say. 
Arise, 
and  walk  ? 

6.  But  that  ye  may 
know  that  the  Son  of  Man 
hath  power  on  earth 

to  forgive  sins, 
then  saith  he  to  the 
sick  of  the  palsy, 

Arise,  take  up  thy 
bed,  and  go  unto 
thine  house. 


Mark  ii. 


8.  .  .  .  Why  reason  ye 
{9iaXoyl(«ret)  these 
things  in  your  hearts  ? 

9.  Whether  is  it  easier  to 
say  to  the  sick  of  the  palsy. 
Thy  sins  be  forgiven 

thee,  or  to  say, 

Arise,    take   up    thy    bed 

and  walk  ? 

10.  But  that  ye  may 
know  that  the  Son  of  Man 
hath  power  on  earth 

to  forgive  sins 
(he  saith  to  the 
sick  of  the  palsy). 

11.  I  say  unto  thee, 
Arise,  and  take  up  thy 
bed,  and  go  thy  way  into 
thy  house. 


LUKB  v. 

22.  .  .  .  What  reason  ye 

in  your  hearts  ? 

23.  Whether  is  easier 
to  say, 

Thy  sins  be  forgiven 
thee,  or  to  say, 
Rise  up, 
and  walk  ?   ' 

24.  But  that  ye  may 
know  that  the  Son  of  Man 
hath  power  upon  earth 

to  forgive  sins 
(he  said  unto  the 
sick  of  the  palsy), 
I  say  unto  thee, 
Arise,  and  take  up  thy 
couch,  and  go  unto 
thine  house. 


I  It  was  the  solution  of  this  particularity  in  the  gospel  history  which,  I  stated 
above,  I  had  reserved  for  future  examination.  The  miracle  at  Bethsaida,  recorded  by 
Mark,  must  not  be  included  in  the  many  mighty  works,  for  it  was  performed  after 
the  woe  had  been  denounced.  I  have  little  doubt  that  Bethsaida  of  Galilee,  'Hhe  city 
of  Andrew  and  Peter,''  was  the  denounced  place ;  and  we  have  already  seen,  from 
John  i.  41,  42,  that  Aramaic  was  the  language  wMch  prevailed  there. 


1857.] 


A  Chapter  on  the  Harmonizivvg  Gospels. 


73 


And  so  we  find  it  in  this  passage;  all  the  verbal  resemblance  is 
in  our  Lord^s  discourse ;  it  is  not  traceable  in  that  which  the 
Scribes  said  among  themsdves^  some  of  whom  came  from  Judea^ 
and  therefore,  not  only  from  prejudice,  but  from  habit,  preferred 
the  Aramaic.  And  when  we  come  to  the  narrative,  the  indepen- 
dent sources  of  information  are  evident,  all  three,  for  example, 
employing  different  words  for  ''  that  whereon  the  paralytic  lay." 
Matt.,  Kklvff.     Mark,  Kpdfi^aro^.     Luke,  kTUviZiov, 

Matt.  ix.  9—17;  Mark  ii.  13—22;  Luke  v.  27—89. 

This  section  relates  to  the  call  of  Matthew,  and  the  feast  in 
his  house.  Bishop  Marsh  finds  considerable  verbal  resemblance 
in  this  passage,  particularly  between  the  fifteenth  verse  of  Mat- 
thew and  its  parallels,  which  is  quite  in  accordance  with  the 
theory  proposed. 


Matthbw  iz.  15. 

And  Jesus  said  onto  them, 
Can  the  children  of 
the  bridechamber  mourn, 
as  long  as  the  bridegroom 
is  with  them  ? 


But  the  days  will  come 
when  the  bridegroom  shall 
be  taken  from  them, 
{JbarapQf  M  abr&y) 
and  then  shall  they  fast. 


Mark  iL  19,  20. 

And  Jesus  said  unto  them, 
Can  the  children  of 
the  bridechamber  £Ast, 
while  the  bridegroom 
is  with  them  ? 
as  long  as  they  have  the 
bridegroom  with  them, 
they  cannot  fast. 

20.  But  the  days  will  come 
when  the  bridegroom  shall 
be  taken  away  from  them, 
(&irap0f  M  atn&y) 
and  then  shall  they  fiist 
in  those  days. 


Luke  v.  34,  35. 

And  he  said  unto  them, 
Can  ye  make  the  children  of 
the  bridechamber  fast, 
while  the  brid^pm>m 
is  with  them  ? 


35.  But  the  days  will  come 
when  the  bridegroom  shall 
be  taken  away  from  them, 

and  then  shall  they  fast 
in  those  days. 


Probably  some  of  the  publicans  in  Judea  were  actually  Gen- 
tiles. Prom  our  Lord's  expression  regarding  Zaccheus,  "  He 
also  is  a  son  of  Abraham,^'  I  should  infer  that  it  was  not  usual 
for  a  son  of  Abraham  to  be  "  a  chief  among  the  publicans.*'  But 
whatever  they  were  by  birth,  from  the  nature  of  their  calling  all 
must  have  been  familiar  with  the  Greek  language,  and,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  hatred  of  the  Jews,  they  must  have  associated 
much  either  with  the  Gentile  population  or  with  those  who  were 
living  without  the  pale  of  the  Jewish  Church.  Hence,  we  some- 
times find  them  classed  with  the  ^'  Heathen,''  or  Gentiles,  and 
sometimes  with  "sinners."  Perhaps  the  latter  term  does  not 
imply  distinctly  that  they  were  "  sinners  of  the  Gentiles,"  though 
Mr.  Burgh  says,  on  Matt.  ix.  10: — "Sinners. — This  word,  in 
this  special  use  of  it,  probably  denotes  Gentiles  here,  as  in  the 
following  places,  chap.  xxvi.  45  (compared  with  chap.  xx.  19) ; 
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Luke  vi.  82;  xxiv.  7;  Gal.  ii.  15."  And  with  regard  to  the 
females  who  were  styled  "  sinners/^  one  might  expect  that  many 
of  them  would  be  Gentiles,  as  '^  it  seems  probable  that  some  of 
the  later  Jews  interpreted  the  prohibition  against  fornication*" 
(Deut.  xxii.  21),  as  limited  to  females  of  their  own  nation."  And 
this,  I  think,  accounts  satisfactorily  for  our  Lord^s  declaration^ 
that  the  publicans  and  harlots  were  more  ready  than  the  scribes 
to  enter  the  kingdom  of  Grod :  thdr  greater  fitness  did  not  pro- 
ceed from  their  greater  moral  delinquency,  but  from  their  not 
haying  the  strong  Jewish  prejudice  of  the  Scribes  and  Pharisees. 
From  the  whole  I  should  conclude,  that  generally  we  might 
expect  to  find  in  our  Lord's  addresses  to  the  publicans  and  sin- 
ners such  verbal  resemblance  in  the  gospels  as  would  indicate 
that  Greek  was  the  language  in  which  the  discourse  was  carried 
on.  With  regard  to  the  passage  in  hand,  we  have  a  fiirther  con- 
firmation in  the  quotation  by  our  Lord  (Matt,  ix*  13),  agreeing 
verbatim  with  the  Septuagint. 

Matt.  ix.  18—26;  Mark  v.  22 — 43;  Luke  viii.  41—56. 

Bishop  Marsh  discovered  no  verbal  resemblance  in  this  sec- 
tion, but  Dr.  Davidson  does  trace  some  in  the  twenty-second  and 
twenty-fourth  verses  of  Matthew,  with  their  parallels. 


Mark  t.  34,  39. 

And  he  said  nnto  her. 
Daughter, 
thy 

fiiith  hath  made  thee  whole, 
t^o  in  peace.  .  .  . 

39.  He  saith  unto  them, 
Why  make  ye  this  ado 
and  weep  ? 

the  damsel  is  not  dead, 
hut  sleepeth. 


Luke  viii.  48,  52. 

And  he  said  nnto  her. 
Daughter, 

be  of  good  comfort,  thy 
£uth  hath  made  thee  whole, 
go  in  peace. 

52.  .  .  .  but  he  said, 

Weep  not, 
she  is  not  dead, 
but  sleepeth. 


Matthew  ix.  22,  24. 

....  He  said. 
Daughter, 

be  of  good  comfort,  thy 
fedth  hath  made  thee  whole. 

24.  He  said  unto  them, 
Give  place,  for 

the  maid  is  not  dead, 
but  sleepeth. 

However,  they  agree  in  finding  no  verbal  resemblance  in  the 
records  of  the  intercourse  between  our  Lord  and  the  ruler  of  the 
synagogue.  This  is  what  our  hypothesis  would  have  led  us  to 
expect,  the  ruler  of  the  synagogue  did  not  address  our  Lord  in 
Greek,  but  in  Aramaic,  and  this  is  confirmed  by  the  very  words 
in  which  our  Lord  addressed  the  damsel,  "  Talitha,  cumi."* 

M  Thus  on  ProY.  ii.  16,  '*To  deliver  thee  from  the  strange  woman,  the  stranger," 
&c.,  Mr.  Bridges  observes:  *'  Two  different  words  in  the  Hebrew,  the  latter  appearing 
to  mark  a  foreigner." — Comp.  Deut.  xxiii.  17 ;  Lev.  xix.  29. 

n  Mark,  upon  one  other  occasion,  uses  an  Aramaic  word,  upon  which,  as  the  his* 
tory  (Mark  vii.  31 — 37)  has  no  parallel  in  the  other  gospels,  we  cannot  argue  with 
regard  to  verbal  peculiarity ;  nor  is  the  exact  place  where  the  miracle  was  wrought 
mentioned.    Mr.  Gresswell  supposes  it  was  Bethsaida ;  that  it  was  in  that  neighbour- 
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The  woman  who  had  the  issue  of  blood  seems  not  to  have 
been  under  the  restraint  of  the  Mosaic  law  of  separation^  for  had 
the  Jewish  feeling  been  powerful,  she  would  not  have  touched 
our  Lord  (Lev.  xv.  19,  25).  If  he  addressed  her  in  Greek,  a 
verbal  resemblance,  such  as  that  in  the  twenty-second  verse  of 
Matthew,  with  the  thirty-fourth  of  Mark,  and  forty-eighth  of 
Lmke,  would  be  naturally  looked  for.  So  with  regard  to  the 
similarity  in  the  twenty-fourth  verse  of  Matthew,  with  its  pa- 
rallels, I  conceive  the  multitudes  who  had  gathered  &om  the 
town  of  Capernaum  were  addr^sed  in  Greek. 

Matt.  xii.  9 — 21 1  Mark  iii.  1 — 12;  Luke  vi.  6 — 11. 

The  gospels  do  not  record  the  exact  locality  of  this  trans- 
action. Mr.  Greswell  {Harmony,  vol.  ii.,  p.  319,  2nd  Edit.), 
argues,  I  think  correctly,  that  our  Lord  had  returned  from  the 
neighbourhood  of  Jerusalem  after  the  passover,  and  was  now 
either  in  or  near  Capernaum ;  and,  in  accordance  with  the  dis- 
tinction that  verbal  resemblance  in  narrative  must  be  traced  to 
one  common  historical  authority,  but  that  verbal  resemblance 
in  the  records  of  conversation  is  to  be  traced  to  the  original  dis- 
courses, the  resemblance  in  this  instance  being  in  our  Lord^s 
words,  I  infer  that  the  conversation  was  in  Greek. 


Matthew  xii.  13. 


Then  saith  he  to 
the  man, 

Stretch  forth  thine  hand: 
and  he  stretched  it  forth, 
and  it  was 
restored  whole 
like  as  the  other. 


Mark  iii.  4. 

And  he  saith  onto  them, 
Is  it  lawful  to  do  good  on 
the  Sabhath.day, 
or  to  do  evil  ? 
to  save  life  or  to  kill  ? 

5.  ...  He  saith  unto 
the  man, 

Stretch  forth  thine  hand ; 
and  he  stretched  it  out, 
and  his  hand  was 
restored  whole 
as  the  other. 


Luke  yI.  9. 

Then  said  Jesus  unto  then, 
....  Is  it  lawful  on  the 
Sabbath-day  to  do  good 
or  to  do  evil  ? 
to  save  life  or  to  destroy  it  ? 

10  ...  He  said  unto 
the  man, 

stretch  forth  thy  hand  ; 
and  he  did  so, 
and  his  hand  was 
restored  whole 
as  the  other. 


Matt.  xiv.  13 — ^21,*  Mark  vi.  31 — 44;  Luke  ix.  10 — 17. 

The  verbal  resemblance  in  this  section  occurs  in  the  narra- 
tive. Matt.,  verses  19,  20;  Mark,  verses  41,  42,  43;  Luke,  versea 
16, 17.    We  must,  therefore,  trace  it  to  the  same  historical  au- 

hood  is  apparent  from  the  history,  and  in  features  it  much  resembles  the  one  which, 
it  is  recorded,  was  performed  there.  His  taking  the  sufferer  aside  from  the  multitude 
^>cfore  working  the  cure,  and  his  subsequently  charging  those  few  who  were  witnesses  to 
tell  no  man,  imply  that  it  was  a  denounced  place.  If  it  was  Bethsaida,  or  Chorazin, 
^hieh  is,  perhaps,  as  probable,  it  would  accord  with  the  theory  that  Aramaic  would 
be  spoken. 
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tbo  ity,  which  might  have  been  Matthew  himsdf,  or  any  other 
of  the  apostles^  for  they  all  were  present.'' 

Matthew  riv.  19,  20.  Mark  vi.  41,  42,  43.  Lukb  ix.  16, 17. 


19.  And  he  ...  . 
took  the  five  loaves  and  the 
two  fishes,  and  looking  up 
to  heaven,  he  hlessed  and 
brake  and  gave  the  loaves 
to  his  disciples,  and  the 
disciples  to  the  multitude. 


20.  And  they  did  all  eat 
and  were  filled, 
and  they  took  up  of  the 
fragments  that  remained 
twdve  baskets  full. 


41.  And  when  he  had 
taken  the  five  loaves  and  the 
two  fishes,  he  looked  up 
to  heaven,  and  blessed  and 
brake  the  loaves  and  gave 
them  to  his  disciples  to  set 
before  them, 

and  the  two  fishes  divided 
he  among  them  all. 

42.  And  they  did  all  eat 
and  were  filled, 

43.  And  they  took  up  of 
the  fragments 

twelve  baskets  folL 


16.  Then  he 
took  the  five  loaves  and  the 
two  fishes,  and  looking  up 
to  heaven,  he  blessed  them 
and  brake,  and  gave 
to  the  disciples  to  set  before 
the  multitude. 


17.  And  they  did  eat  and 
were  all  filled, 
and  there  was  taken  up  of 
fragments  that  remained  to 
them  twelve  baskets. 


Matt.  xvi.  13 — 28 ;  Mark  viii.  27 — ix.  1 ;  Luke  ix.  18 — 27. 

I  observed  above  (see  note^  p.  22)^  that  probably  the  ver- 
nacular language  of  Peter  was  Aramaic;  but  if^  as  I  have 
attempted  to  shew^  many,  if  not  most,  of  our  Lord^s  discourses 
in  Galilee  were  in  the  Greek  language,  his  immediate  followers 
would  gradually  become  familiarized  with  that  language :  and  as 
'^  the  Greek  language,  even  during  the  life  of  Christ,  was  daily 
spreading  in  Palestine'^  (Davidson,  p.  73),  it  would  be  quite  in 
accordance  with  the  wisdom  of  Jesus — ^who  even  in  his  miracles 
inculcated  frugality  in  preserving  that  which  divine  munificence 
had  provided  (John  vi.  12),  and  who  commanded  the  use  of 
means  to  strengthen  the  life  which  divine  power  had  restored — 
not  to  be  prodigal  in  conferring  supernaturally  that  which  could 
be  acquired  by  ordinary  means.  We  might  expect,  therefore, 
that  before  the  mission  of  the  Twelve  they  would,  by  the  use  of 
the  Greek  in  their  ordinary  intercourse,  be  thus  qualified  for  the 
more  efficient  exercise  of  their  office.  And  may  there  not  be  an 
intimation  to  this  efiect  in  the  evangelists,  when  (informing  us 
of  the  mission)  saying  that  Simon  was  sent  forth  with  the  sur- 
name of  Peter,  conferred  by  our  Lord  himself?  (Mark  iii.  16; 
Luke  vi.  14.)  Hence,  we  may  expect  that,  in  the  latter  part  of 
our  Lord^s  ministry,  the  intercourse  between  him  and  lus  dis- 
ciples would  be  carried  on  in  the  Greek  language. 

Before  examining  this  section  I  must,  therefore,  make  a 
short  digression,  in  order  to  shew  that  our  Lord  was  transfigured 

«  The  two  Bethsaidas, — that  of  Gaulonitis,  where  the  miracle  was  performed 
(Luke  ix.  10),  and  Bethsaida  of  Galilee,  to  which  our  Lord  retreated  (Mark  vi.  45), — 
are  both  mentioned  in  this  section.  It  is  observable  that  this  is  the  only  section  until 
the  dose  where  all  the  four  gospels  harmonize. — (Compare  John  vi.  1 — 13). 
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at  the  time  of  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles,  six  months  before  the 
Crucifixion,  and  conseqnenjily  after  his  ministry  had  continued 
for  fall  three  years. 

After  the  history  of  the  Transfiguration,  the  next  note  of 
time  which  we  have  in  ^Matthew  is  the  demand  for  tribute  at 
Capernaum  (Matt.  xvii.  24).  This  must  have  been  in  the 
middle  of  the  month  Adar,  or  only  one  month  before  the  Cruci- 
fixion. (See  my  work.  The  Times  of  Daniel,  p.  374) .  There  is, 
therefore,  no  reason  why  the  Transfiguration  should  not  have 
been  as  late  as  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles,  because  even  then  it 
would  have  occurred  five  months  before  the  next  recorded  trans- 
action, and  I  think  there  are  several  positive  reasons  for  its  having 
been  at  that  time,  viz.,  the  coincidence  in  doctrinal  development, 
the  manifest  allusion  to  tabernacles,  a  striking  coincidence  be- 
tween John  and  Mark,  the  harmonies  of  time  and  place  in  the 
progress  towards  Jerusalem,  and  lastly,  the  motive  which  our 
Lord  had  in  manifesting  forth  his  glory. 

First,  with  regard  to  the  doctrinal  development :  our  Lord 
having  so  highly  commended  Peter  for  his  enlightened  testimony, 
"  Thou  art  the  Christ,  the  Son  of  the  living  God,''  makes  it 
evident  that  this  was  the  first  explicit  declaration  on  the  part  of 
the  Apostles  to  that  effect.  It  cannot  be  supposed  that  Peter 
had  already  spontaneously  made  this  confession  without  any 
peculiar  notice  of  it  having  been  taken  by  the  Messiah.  I  there- 
fore conclude,  that  the  declaration  in  John  vi.  69,  "  We  believe 
and  are  sure  that  thou  art  the  Christ,  the  Son  of  the  living 
Gk)d,''  as  after  Matt.  xvi.  18,  etc.,  and  being  a  repetition  of  the 
testimony  already  givien,  it  probably  was  but  shortly  after ;  I 
therefore  date  John  vi.  66,  vii.  1,  at  some  time  during  the  week 
which  elapsed  between  the  confession,  "  Thou  art  the  Christ,'' 
etc.,  and  the  Transfiguration. 

Next,  the  allusion  to  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles : — we  learn  that 
this  Feast ''  was  at  hand."  It  was  time  for  those  who  intended 
to  attend,  to  start  from  Galilee;  our  Lord,  however,  told  his 
brethren,  "  I  go  not  up  yet  to  the  feast.".  (John  vii.  2 — 9.) 

The  Transfiguration  was  on  the  eighth  day,  inclusive,  from 
the  time  of  Peter's  confession ;  and  if  Tabor  was  "  the  holy 
mount,"  our  Lord  had  been  drawing  towards  Jerusalem:  and 
Peter  (in  accordance  with  nothing  that  is  recorded  in  the  synop- 
tical gospels,  but  corresponding  precisely  with  what  our  Lord 
had  told  his  brethren,  as  reported  by  John)  proposed  to  make 
tabernacles  there,  saying,  "  Master,  it  is  good  for  us  to  be  here. 
You  are  drawing  towards  Jerusalem,  where  the  Jews  of  late 
sought  to  kill  thee  (John  vii.  1) :  rather  let  us  'stay  here'  to. 
keep  the  feast." 
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Thiidfy,  we  have  the  ooinddenoe  betwerai  John  and  Mark : 
after  ''his  hiethien  were  gone  up,  then  went  [Jesos]  alao  up  to 
the  feast^  not  openly^  but  as  it  were  in  secref*  (John  viL  10), 
which  appears  to  correspond  remarkably  with  Mark  ix.  30, 
''And  they  departed  thence,  and  passed  through  Galilee;  and 
he  would  not  that  any  man  should  know  it  J' 

We  have  also  the  harmonies  of  time  and  place,  for  our  Lord 
appeared  at  Jerusalem  about  the  midst  of  the  feast  (John  yii. 
14),  corresponding  precisely  as  to  time,  upon  the  supposition 
that  he  was  upon  the  holy  mount  on  the  night  prcTioos  to  the 
first  day  of  the  feast/ 

Lastly,  John  acknowledges,  or  alludes  to,  the  Jewish  tradi- 
tion, that  Messiah  would  appear  at  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles. 
"  Now,  the  Jews'  Feast  of  l^bemades  was  at  hand :  his  bre- 
thren therefore  said  unto  him.  Depart  hence,  go  into  Judea, 
....  shew  thyself  to  the  world.^'  .  (See  the  chapter  on  the 
Transfiguration  in  my  treatise,  7%«  Finished  Mystery.)  That 
which  his  unbelieving  brethren  tauntingly  demanded,  but  with- 
out avail,  our  Lord  did  vouchsafe  to  his  ccmfessing  disciples, — 
the  vision  of  "  the  Son  of  Man  coming  in  his  kingdom,'^  and  at 
the  very  season  at  which  it  was  traditionally  expected.  Here  I 
dose  what,  I  fear,  may  be  considered  rather  a  long  digression, 
but  having,  I  trust,  succeeded  in  proving  that  the  Transfigura- 
tion was  at  the  Feast  of  Tabernacles,  six  months  before  the 
Crucifixion. 

And  now  to  tmm  to  the  passage  in  hand.  When  our  Lord 
said,  "  Thou  art  Peter  [that  name  which  he  himself  had  already 
conferred],  and  upon  this  Rock  {iirl  raiirrf  r^  Trirpa),  I  will 
build  my  diurch'^s  (Matt.  xvi.  18),  he  must  have  been  talking 
Greek.  The  remarkable  verbal  resemblance  that  there  is  through- 
out the  conversation  in  this  section,  I,  therefiire,  attribute  un- 
hesitatingly to  the  discourse  having  been  originally  in  Greek. 


Mattbbw  ZTi.  13. 

.  .  He  asked  hii  disciples, 
•aying, 

Whom  do  men  say  that 
I  (the  Son  of  Man)  am  ? 

14.  Andtheysud,  Some. . 
John  the  Baptist, 
some  Elias, 

and  others  Jeremias,  or 
one  of  the  prophets. 


Mark  viiL  27. 

.  .  He  asked  his  dJsdples, 
saying  unto  them, 
Whom  do  men  say  that 
lam? 

28.  And  they  answered, 
John  the  Baptist, 
but  some  say  Elias  ; 
and  others 
one  of  the  prophets. 


LuKK  ix.  18. 

...  He  asked  them, 
saying, 

Whom  say  the  people  that 
lam? 

19.  They  answering  said, 
John  the  Baptist, 
but  some  say  Elias, 
and  others  say  that 
one  of  the  prophets 
is  risen  again. 


P  His  delay  on  the  journey  from  Galilee,  by  Mount  Tabor,  to  Jerusalem,  would 
account  for  his  saying  to  his  disciples  in  Galilee,  '*  I  go  not  up  yet  to  the  feast." 
9  If  Peter  was  a  translation,  why  was  not  **  Simon-Baijona''  translated  ? 
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Matthew  xvi.  13. 

15.  He  saith  unto 
them,    But  whom  say  ye 
that  I  am  ? 

16.  And  Simon  Peter 
answered  and  said, 
Thou  art  the  Christ, 

the  Son  of  the  living  God. 


Mark  tHI.  27. 

29.  And  he  saith  unto 
them,  But  whom  say  ye 
that  I  am  ? 

And  Peter  answereth  and 
saith  unto  him, 
Thou  art  the  Christ. 


Luke  ix.  18. 

20.  He  said  unto 
them,  But  whom  say  ye 
that  I  am  ? 
Peter 

answering  said, 
The  Christ 
of  God. 


Matt.  xvii.  1 — 13 ;  Mark  ix.  2 — 13;  Lxjkb  ix.  28 — 36. 

The  matter  of  this  section  must  have  been  derived  from  one 
or  other  of  the  three  who  witnessed  the  vision.  I  suppose  that 
both  Matthew  and  Mark  derived  their  information  from  Peter, 
which  will  account,  in  part  at  least,  for  the  resemblance  between 
those  two  pointed  out  by  Bishop  Marsh  (Matt.  xvii.  1,  2,  4, 
with  Mark  ix.  2  and  5) ;  but  the  verbal  resemblance  in  this 
part  being  wanting  in  Luke,  I  should  suppose  that  he  derived 
his  information  from  Paul  probably,  and  if  so,  the  verbal  resem- 
blance in  his  thirty-fifth  verse  with  the  fifth  of  Matthew  and 
seventh  verse  of  Mark  must  be  in  consequence  of  the  words 
having  been  originally  in  Greek. 


Matthew  xtIL 

1.  And  after  six  days 
Jesus  taketh  Peter, 
James,and  John  his  brother, 
and  hringeth  them  up  unto 
an  high  mountain  apart, 


&C.y 


&c. 


4.  Then  answered  Peter 
and  said  unto  Jesus, 
Lord  (K^pie),  it  is  good 
for  us  tobe  here ;  if  thou  wilt 
let  us  make  here  three 
tabernacles,  one  for  thee, 
and  one  for  Moses,  and 
one  for  Elias. 

5.  .  .  Behold  a  bright 
cloud  overshadowed 
them. 


And  behold  a  voice  out  of 
the  cloud,  which  said, 
This  is  my  beloved  Son, 
in  whom  I  am  well  pleased, 
hear  ye  him. 
{ainov  dKo6erc). 


Mark  ix. 

2.  And  after  six  days 
Jesus  taketh  Peter 
and  James  and  John, 
and  leadeth  them  up  unto 
an  high  mountain  apart 
by  themselves, 

&c.,  &c. 

5.   And  Peter  answered 
and  said  to  Jesus, 

Master  ('Po^iSO'  i^  »  «^^ 
for  us  to  be  here,  and 
let  us  make  three 
tabemades,  one  for  thee, 
and  one  for  Moses,  and 
one  for  Elias. 

7.  And  there  was  a 
cloud  that  overshadowed 
them, 


And  a  voice  came  out  of 
the  cloud,  saying, 
This  is  my  bdoved  Son, 

hear  him. 
{ainov  ^Ko^erf), 


Luke  ix. 


34.  .  .  There  came  a 
cloud  and  overshadowed 
them, 

and  they  feared  as  they 
entered  into  the  cloud. 

35.  And  there  came  a  voice 
out  of  the  cloud,  saying, 
This  is  my  beloved  Son, 

hear  him. 
{dvrov  dfco^erc). 
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Matt.  xix.  18—80;  Mabk  x.  18—31;  Luu  xviii.  15 — 30. 

In  this  paasage  Bishop  Marsh  traces  considerable  verbal 
resemblance,  and  the  resemblance  being  in  the  conversation,  the 
conversation  must  have  been  carried  on  in  that  language  which 
has  preserved  the  verbal  resemblance ;  this  might  be  expected, 
for  the  Lord  was  now  east  of  Jordan,  a  district  which,  according 
to  Hug,  was  mostly  in  possession  of  the  Greeks. 


MATTasw  lis. 

16.  .  .  Good  Muter 
what  good  thiDg  ihall  I  do, 
that  I  may  hare 

eternal  life? 

17.  And  he  laid  unto 
hun,  Why  callett  thoa  me 
good,  thoe  is  none  good, 
but  one,  that  ia  God ; 

but  if  thou  wilt  enter  into 
life,  keep  the 
commandments. 

18.  He  said  unto  him, 
Which? 

Jesus  said, 

Thou  Shalt  do  no  murder. 

Thou  shalt  not  commit 

adultery. 

Thou  shalt  not  steal. 

Thou  shalt  not  bear  £ilse 

witness. 

19.  Honour  thy  £ELther 
and  thy  mother ; 

and  thou  shalt  love  thy 
neighbour  as  thyself. 

20.  The  young  man  said, 
unto  him, 

All  these  things  have  I 
kept  from  my  youth  up. 
What  lack  I'yet  ? 

21.  Jesus 
said 

unto  him, 

If  thou  wilt  be  perfect, 

go  and  sell 

that  thou  hast,  and  giYC 

to  the  poor, 

and  thou  shalt  have 

treasure  in  heaven ; 

and  come 

and  follow  me. 

23 Verily, 

I  say  unto  you, 
that  a  rich  man  shall 


If  AKK  X. 

17.  Good  Master 
what  shaU  I  do, 
that  I  may  inherit 
eternal  life? 

18.  And  Jesus  said  unto 
him.  Why  caUest  thou  me 
good,  there  is  none  good 
but  one,  that  is  God. 

19.  Thou  knowest  the 
commandments. 


Do  not  oommit 
adultery 
Do  not  kill. 
Do  not  steal. 
Do  not  bear  ftlse 
witness. 
Defraud  not. 

Honour  thy  father 
and  thy  mother. 


20.  And  he  answered 
and  said  unto  him, 
Master,  all  these  have  I 
observed  from  my  youth. 

21.  And  Jesus  beholding 
him  loved  him,  and  said 
unto  him. 

One  thing  thou  lackest, 

go  thy  way,  sell  whatsoever 

thou  hast,  and  give 

to  the  poor, 

and  thou  shalt  have 

treasure  in  heaven ; 

and  come,  take  up  thy  cross 

andfoUow  me. 

23 And 

saith  unto  his  disciples. 
How  hardly  shall  they  that 


hVKE  XWVL 

18.  .  .  .  Good  Master, 
what  shall  I  do 

to  inherit 
eternal  life? 

19.  And  Jesus  said  onto 
him,  Why  callest  thou  me 
good,  none  is  good- 
save  one,  that  is  God. 

20.  Thou  knowest  the 
commandments. 


Do  not  commit 
adultery. 
Do  not  kilL 
Do  not  steal. 
Do  not  bear  fiJse 


Honour  thy  father 
and  thy  mother. 


21.  And 

he  said. 

All  these  have  I 
kept  from  my  youth  up. 

22,  Now  when  Jesus  heard 
these  things,  he  said 
unto  him, 

Tet  lackest  thou  one  thing, 
seU  an  that  thou 
hast,  and  distribute 
unto  the  poor, 
and  thou  shalt  have 
treasure  in  heaven : 
and  come, 
follow  me. 

24.  .  .  .  He 
said. 
How  hardly  shall  they  that 
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Matthew  xix. 

hardly  enter  into 

the  kingdom  of  heaven. 

24.  ...  It  is  easier  for 
a  camel  to  go  through  the 
^e  of  a  needle,  than  for  a 
rich  man  to  enter  into  the 
kingdom  of  God. 

25.  When  his  disciples 
heard  it  they  were 
exceedingly  amazed, 
saying, 

Who  then  can  be  saved  ? 

26.  But  Jesus  beheld  them, 
and  said  unto  them. 
With  men  this  is  impossible, 
but  with  God  all  tlUngs 
are  possible. 

27.  Then  answered  Peter 
and  said  unto  him, 
Behold,  we  have  forsaken 
all  and  followed  thee, 
what  shall  we  have 
therefore  ? 

28.  And  Jesus  said 
nnto  them  .  .  . 

29.  And  every  one 
that  hath  forsaken 
{d^Kw)  houses,  or 
brethren,  or  sisters,  or 
father,  or  mother,  or  wife, 
or  children,  or  lands,  for 
my  name's  sake, 

shall  receive  an  hundred- 

fold, 

and  shall  inherit 

eternal  life. 


Mark  x. 

have  riches  enter  into 
the  kingdom  of  God. 

25.  It  is  easier  for 
a  camel  to  go  through  the 
eye  of  a  needle,  than  for  a 
rich  man  to  enter  into  the 
kingdom  of  God. 

20.  And  they  were 
astonished  out  of  measure, 

saying  among  themselves, 
Who  then  can  be  saved  ? 

27.  And  Jesus  looking 
upon  them  saith, 

With  men  it  is  impossible, 
but  not  with  God,  for  with 
God  all  things  are  possible. 

28.  Then  Peter  began 
to  say  unto  him, 

Lo,  we  have  left 
all  and  followed  thee. 


2d.  And  Jesus  said 
unto  them, 

.  .  .  There  is  no  man 
that  hath  left 
(ci^Kcv)  house,  or 
brethren,  or  sisters,  or 
father,  or  mother,  or  wife, 
or  children,  or  lands,  for 
my  sake  and  the  Gospel's, 

but  he  shall  receive  an  hun- 
dred>fbld  now  in  this  time, 
and  in  the  world  to  come 
eternal  life. 


LuKB  xviii. 

have  riches  enter  into 
the  kingdom  of  God. 

25.  For  it  is  edgier  for 
a  camel  to  go  through  a 
needle's  eye,  than  for  a 
rich  man  to  enter  into  the 
kingdom  of  God. 

26.  And  they 
that  heard  it  sidd. 


Who  then  can  be  saved  ? 

27.  And 
he  said,  the 

things  which  are  impossible 
with  men,  are  possible 
with  God. 

28.  Then  Peter 
said, 

Lo,  we  have  left 
all  and  followed  thee. 


29.  And  he  saith 
unto  them, 

....  There  is  no  man 
that  hath  left 
(ci<^icev)  house,  or 
brethren,  or  parents, 
or  wife, 
or  children, 
for  the  kingdom  of 
God's  sake.  •  .  . 


and  in  the  world  to  come 
life  everlasting. 


The  quotations  by  our  Lord  firom  the  Old  Testament  in  this 
passage  (Matt.  xix.  18,  19),  agreeing  verbatim  with  the  Septua- 
gint,  strongly  corroborate  the  position  that  the  discourse  was  in 
Greek ;  but  a  quotation  in  the  immediately  preceding  context 
firmly  establishes  the  fact.  Hug  has  used  this  quotation  (Matt. 
xix.  5)  in  proof  of  Matthew  having  written  his  gospel  in  Greek. 
It  is,  doubtless,  good  for  that ;  but  it  goes  farther,  because  the 
argument  is  not  Matthew^s,  but  our  Lord's,  and  the  proof  lies 
in  the  words,  '^  They  twain,''  which  are  in  the  Septuagmt,  but 
are  not  in  the  Hebrew ;  our  Lord,  therefore,  must  have  derived 
them  from  the  Greek,  and  must  have  urged  the  authority  of  the 
Greek  Scriptures  upon  his  hearers. 

VOL.  V. — NO.  IX.  '  G 
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Matt.  xxi.  12,  18 ;  Mark  xi.  15 — 19 ;  Lukb  xix.  45 — 48. 

The  resemblance  in  the  twelfth  verse  of  Matthew,  with  its 
parcllcls,  being  in  the  narrative,  cannot  be  accounted  for  by  the 
language  in  use  at  the  time. 


Mattrsw  xzi. 

12.  And  Jesvt  went 
into  the  temple  of  God, 
and  cast  out  all  them 
t)iat  Bold  and  bought 

in  the  temple,  etc. 


MabkxL 

15. . . .  And  Jeittt  went 
into  the  temple, 
and  began  to  cast  out  them 
that  sold  and  bought 

in  the  temple,  etc. 


Lukb  xiz. 

45.  And  he  went 
into  the  temple, 
and  began  to  cast  out  them 
that  sold  therein,  and 
them  that  bought. 


Comparing  St.  Mark's  account,  which  appears  more  precise  as 
to  time,  and  more  copious  as  to  incident,  I  should  suppose  that 
Matthew  had  not  been  an  eye-witness.  The  quotation  from 
Isaiah  in  Mark,  verse  17,  and  its  parallels,  agrees  both  with  the 
Septuagint  and  Hebrew ;  there  is  nothing,  therefore,  I  conceive, 
in  this  paragraph  which  would  shew  that  our  Lord's  language 
was  Greek  upon  this  occasion ;  and  perhaps,  from  his  being  in 
the  Temple,  the  contrary  would  be  inferred.  There  are,  how- 
ever, indications  in  this  chapter  which  make  it  probable  that 
Greek  was  the  language  very  generally  in  use,  even  at  Jerusalem, 
during  the  period  of  the  Passover. 

The  money-changers,  and  those  who  sold  the  animals  for 
sacrifice,  did  not  look  for  their  customers  from  among  the  Jews 
of  Jerusalem;  they  posted  themselves  in  the  Temple  for  the 
convenience  of  those  Jews  who  came  from  a  distance,  who  could 
not  bring  their  sacrifices  with  them,  and  who  might  not  have 
the  half  shekel  ''  according  to  the  shekel  of  the  sanctuary,'' 
which  each  person  was  obliged  to  pay  individually  for  himself.*' 
It  is  to  be  observed,  that  on  both  occasions  when  our  Lord 
cleared  the  Temple,  it  was  at  the  season  of  the  Passover,  when 
"devout  men"  from  a  distance  were  congregated  there;  and 
perhaps^  looking  at  second  causes,  the  impunity  upon  eaeh  occa- 
sion might  be  attributed  to  the  much  stronger  feeling  of  reverence 
felt  towards  him  by  those  who  were  not  under  the  influence  of 
the  Pharisaic  party  of  Judea. 

St.  John  also  tells  us  that  certain  Greeks  desired  to  see 
Jesus,  an  incident  which  Mr.  Greswell  inserts  at  the  seventeenth 
verse  of  this  chapter ;  they,  I  presume,  must  have  talked  Greek, 
yet  there  is  no  intimation  that  the  language  used  by  them  was 
different  from  that  of  others. 

'•  According  to  the  Talmudists,  money-changers  took  their  seats  in  the  Temple  on 
the  15th  of  the  motith  Adar,  and  exchanged  the  coins  of  those  who  came  up  to  Jeru- 
salem to  pay  the  half-shekel. — Akerman^a  Numismatic  Ilbutrations,  p.  19. 
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Again^  the  quotation  in  the  sixteenth  verse  of  Matthew  is 
from  the  Septuagint ;  so  that  upon  the  whole  it  is  probable  that 
our  Lord  conversed  in  Greek  upon  this  occasion. 


Matt.  xxi.  23—27,  38—46;  Mark  xi.  27— xii.  12; 
Luke  xx.  1 — 19. 

In  this  section  the  events  of  the  following  day  are  recorded. 
Here  we  find  considerable  verbal  harmony  in  the  conversation. 
And  as  our  Lord  was  teaching  the  people  and  declaring  the  glad 
tidings  in  the  Temple  when  interrupted  by  the  chief  priests  and 
scribes^  we  must  inquire  whether  it  was  probable  that  his  dis- 
courses in  the  Temple  at  this  time  would  have  been  in  the  Greek 
language. 


Matthew  xxi. 

23 By  what 

authority  doest  thou  these 

things  ?  and  who 

gave  thee  this  authority  ? 

24.  And  Jesus  answered 
and  said  unto  them, 

I  also  will  ask  you  one 
thing,  which  if  ye  tell  me, 
I  in  likewise  will  tell  you 
by  what  authority  I  do 
these  things. 

25.  The  baptism  of  John, 
whence  was  it  ?  from 
heayen,  or  of  men  ? 

And  they  reasoned 
with  themselves,  saying, 
If  we  shall  say,  From 
heaven,  he  will  say  unto  us, 
"Why  did  ye  not  then 
believe  him  ? 

26.  But  if  we  shall  say, 
Of  men ;  we  fear 

the  people ;  for 
all  hold  John  as  a 
prophet. 

27.  And  they  answered 
Jesua  and  said, 

We  cannot  tell. 

And  he  said 

unto  them. 

Neither  teU  I  you  by  what 

authority  I  do  these 

things. 


Mark  xi. 

28.  .  .  .  By  what 
authority  doest  thou  these 
things  ?  and  who 

gave  thee  this  authority 
to  do  these  'things  ? 

29.  And  Jesus  answered 
and  said  unto  them, 

I  will  also  ask  of  you  one 
question,  and  answer  me, 
and  I  will  tell  you 
by  what  authority  I  do 
these  things. 

30.  The  baptism  of  John, 
was  it  from 

heaven,  or  of  men  ? 

31.  And  they  reasoned 
with  themselves,  saying. 
If  we  shall  say.  From 
heaven,  he  will  say, 
Why  then  did  ye  not 
believe  him  ? 

32.  But  if  we  shall  say. 
Of  men ;  they  feared 

the  people ;  for 

all  men  counted  John  that 

he  was  a  prophet  indeed. 

33.  And  they  answered 
and  said  unto  Jesus, 

We  cannot  tell. 
And  Jesus  answering, 
saith  unto  them, 
Neither  do  I  tell  you  by 
what  authority  I  do  these 
things. 


Luke  xx. 

2.  ...  By  what 
authority  doest  thou  these 
things  ?  or  who  is  he  that 
gave  thee  this  authority  ? 

3.  And  he  answered 
and  said  unto  them, 

I  will  also  ask  you  one 
thing,  and  answer  me. 


4.  The  baptism  of  John, 
was  it  from 

heaven,  or  of  men? 

5.  And  they  reasoned 
with  them'selves,  saying, 
If  we  shall  say.  From 
heaven,  he  will  say, 
Why  then 

believed  ye  him  not  ? 

6.  But  and  if  we  say, 
Of  men ;  all  the 
people  will  stone  us ;  for 
they  be  persuaded  that  John 
was  a  prophet. 

7.  And  they  answered, 
that  they  could  not 

tell  whence  it  was. 

And  Jesus  said 

unto  them. 

Neither  tell  I  you  by  what 

authority  I  do  these 

things. 


The  multitude  addressed  by  the  Lord  all  held  that  John  was 
a  prophet  (verse  26) ;  they  were  not  favourably  disposed  towards 
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the  chief  priests  and  elders,  and  they  were  well  inclined  towards 
the  Lord  (verse  46).  We  find,  from  the  parable  of  the  two  sons, 
that  the  pablicans  and  harlots  were  amongst  those  who  were 
eagerly  attentive  to  hear  him  (Matt.  xxi.  31) ;  from  the  parable 
of  the  wicked  husbandmen,  that  the  privil^es  of  the  Theocracy 
were  to  be  taken  from  the  Jewish  rulers,  and  to  pass  to  the  Gen- 
tiles (Matt.  xxi.  43) ;  from  the  parable  of  the  marriage-feast, 
that  whilst  those  first  invited  would  be  rejected,  others,  both  bad 
and  good,  the  Hellenists  and  Jews  not  residing  in  Judea,  as  also 
perhaps  the  Oentiles,  would  be  admitted  (Matt.  xxii.  10) ;  and 
yet,  though  the  whole  tenor  of  his  preaching  was  against  the 
Pharisaic  party,  it  gave  satisfaction  rather  than  offence  to  the 
multitude.  Now  our  Lord,  when  interrupted  by  the  rulers, 
would  have  been  addressing  himself  to  those  most  willing  to 
hear  him,  in  the  language  most  generally  understood  by  them ; 
and  if  this  included  those  Jews  from  a  distance  whose  prejudices 
were  not  already  awakened  by  the  rulers  at  Jerusalem ;  if  it 
included  the  publicans  and  harlots,  who,  as  I  have  already  ob- 
served, were  most  conversant  with  the  Greek ;  if,  in  shorty  he 
was  addressing  those  who  were  not  imder  the  influence  of  the 
Pharisaic  party,  it  is  not  improbable  that  his  discourses  were  in 
the  Greek  language.  And  therefore,  when  the  elders  challenged 
his  authority,  it  would  have  been  in  the  Greek  language  also. 
Hence  I  suppose  that  the  verbal  resemblance  in  the  conversation 
in  this  passage  is  to  be  attributed  to  the  language  having  been 
Greek,  which  is  confirmed  by  the  quotation  in  the  forty-second 
verse  of  Matthew,  with  the  parallelB  agreeing  verbatim  with  the 
Septuagint.' 

Bearing  in  mind  the  cause  of  our  Lord's  popularity  with  the 
multitude,  we  are  able  to  discern  how  much  of  the  wisdom  of  the 
serpent  there  was  in  the  next  step  of  the  Pharisees.  They  sent 
certain  of  their  own  party  with  the  Herodians,  in  order  to 
ensnare  him  in  his  discourse,  that  by  means  of  his  words  they 
might  deliver  him  to  the  Governor. 

From  the  nature  of  the  .question  propounded  (Mark  xii. 
13 — 15),  one  may  infer  that  as  the  Pharisees  were  opposed  to, 
so  the  Herodians  were  in  favour  of,  paying  tribute  to  Csesar. 
Probably  they  belonged  to  Herod's  jurisdiction  (Galilee),  and 
had  adopted,  or  at  least  countenanced,  the  GentiUzing  tenden- 
cies of  the  family,  and  were  willing  that  Herod  should  hold  his 
authority  from  the  Gentile  usurper.  Now,  to  admit  the  lawful- 
ness of  Caesar's  claim  to  tribute  was,  in  the  estimation  of  the 
, '    f_ 

'  From  the  pleasurable  surprise  with  which  the  Jews  at  Jerusalem  heard  Paul 
speak  Hebrew  (Acts  xxii.  2),  it  is  evident  that  had  he  addressed  them  in  Greek  it 
would  not  have  been  unusual. 
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Pharisees,  the  resignation  of  their  hopes  with  regard  to  the  Mes- 
siah, who  they  expected  would  seize  the  throne  of  David,  and 
''  put  to  flight  the  armies  of  the  aliens/'  Upon  this  one  ques- 
tion here  propounded,  therefore,  the  side  taken  by  them  was  the 
popular  one ;  but  as  to  any  other  point  of  difference  between  the 
two  parties,  as  to  laxity  or  scrupulousness  in  the  observance  of 
the  law,  the  multitudes  who  followed  the  Lord  would  have  leaned 
to  the  Herodian  rather  than  to  the  Pharisaic  view. 

The  question,  then,  was  full  of  subtUty,  for  had  our  Lord 
urged  the  payment  of  tribute,  all  the  expectations  of  the  people 
as  to  his  being  the  Bling  of  Israel  (John  xii.  13,  15)  would  have 
been  extinguished,  his  popularity  would  have  been  at  an  end, 
and  the  Pharisees  would  have  been  able  to  arrest  him  without 
fear.  They  therefore  anticipated  a  reply,  which  seemed  the  only 
alternative,  when  they  would  have  been  able  to  say  with  some  show 
of  truth,  ^^  We  found  this  [man]  perverting  the  nation,  and  for- 
bidding to  give  tribute  to  Caesar,  saying  that  he  himself  is  Christ 
[the]  king'"  (Luke  xxiii.  2). 

I  think  it  probable,  therefore,  that  this  conversation,  intended 
by  the  Pharisees  for  the  multitude,  for  the  Herodians,  and  for 
the  Roman  authorities,  was  in  Greek.  So  also  was  the  continua- 
tion of  the  discourse  by  the  Sadducees,  as  the  quotation  (Matt. 
xxii.  32),  agreeing  with  the  Septuagint,  and  not  with  the  Hebrew, 
demonstrates.  The  resemblance  in  verse  44  is  to  be  accounted 
for  in  a  similar  manner. 


Matthew  xxL  44. 

And  whosoever  shall  M  on  this  stone 
shall  be  broken : 
but  on  whomsoever  it  shall  M, 
it  will  grind  him  to  powder 


LUKB  zx.  18. 

Whosoever  shall  fall  upon  that  stone 
shall  be  broken ; 
but  on  whomsoever  it  shall  fall, 
it  will  grind  him  to  powder 


Matt.  xxiv.  1 — 36;  Mark  xiii.  1 — 36;  Luke  xxi.  5 — 36. 

I  have  already  suggested  that,  during  the  latter  part  of  his 
ministry,  our  Lord  discoursed  with  his  disciples  chiefly  in  the 
Greek,  from  which  cause  I  derive  the  great  verbal  resemblance 
in  this  prophecy,  of  which  are  appended  a  few  specimens. 


Matthew  zziv. 

2.  .  .  .  There  shall  not 
be  left  here 

one  stone  upon  another, 
that  shall  not  be  thrown 
down,  &c. 

3.  .  .  .  Tell  us  when 
shall  these  things  be  ?  and 
what  shall  be  the  sign 


Mask  xiii. 

2.  .  .  .  There  shall  not 
be  left 

one  stone  upon  another, 
that  shall  not  be  thrown 
down,  &c. 

4.  Tell  us  when 
shall  these  things  be  ?  and 
what  shall  be  the  sign 


Luke  xxL 

6.  .  .  .  There  shall  not 
be  left 

one  stone  upon  another, 
that  shall  not  be  thrown 
down,  &c. 

7.  .  .  .  But  when 
shall  these  things  be  ?  and 
what  sign  will  there  be 
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Matthsw  xxiv. 

of  thy  ooming,  and  of  the 
end  of  the  world  ?  &c. 

6.  And  ye  shall 
hear  of  wan 

and  nunoon  of  wan : 
see  that  ye  be  not 
troubled,  &c. 

7.  For  nation  shall 
rise  against  nation,  and 
kingdom  against  kingdom, 
and  there  shall  be 
ftmines,  and  pestilences, 
and  earthquakes 

in  diven  places,  &c. 

9.  .  .  .  And  ye  shall 
be  hated  of  all  nations, 
for  my  name's  sake. 

16.  Then  let  them 
which  be  in  Judea  flee 
into  the  mountains,  &c. 

19.  And  woe  unto  them 
that  are  with  child,  and 
to  them  that  give  suck 
in  those  days. 


35.  Heaven  and  earth 
shall  pass  away,  but  my 
words  shall  not  pass  away. 


when  all  these  thii^jt 
shaU  be  fulfilled,  &c. 

7.  And  when  ye  shall 
hear  of  wan 

and  mmonn  of  wan, 
be  ye  not 
troubled,  &c. 

8.  For  nation  shall 
rise  against  nation,  and 
kingdom  against  kingdom, 
and  there  shall  be 
earthquakes  in  diven' 
places,  and  there  shall  be 
fiunines  and  troubles,  &c. 

13.  And  ye  shall 
be  hated  of  aU  men, 
for  my  name's  sake. 

14.  .  .  Then  let  them 
that  be  in  Judea  flee 

to  the  mountains,  &c 

17.  But  woe  to  them 
that  are  with  child,  and 
to  them  that  give  suck 
in  those  days. 
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when  these  things 
shall  oome  to  pass,  &c. 

9.  But  when  ye  shall 
hear  of  wan 

and  commotions, 
be  not 
terrified,  &c 

10.  .  .  .  Natkm  shaU 
rise  against  nation,  and 
kingdom  against  kingdom, 
and  great  earthquakes 
shall  be  in  diven  places, 
and  fiunines,  and 
pestilences,  &e. 

17.  And  ye  shall 
be  hated  of  aU  men, 
for  my  name's  sake. 

21.  Then  let  them 
which  are  in  Judea  flee 
to  the  mountains,  &c 

23.  But  woe  unto  them 
that  are  with  child,  and 
to  them  that  give  suck 
in  those  days. 


33.  Heaven  and  earth 
shall  pass  away,  but  my 
words  shall  not  pass  away. 


31.  Heaven  and  earth 
shall  pass  away,  but  my 
words  shall  not  pass  away. 

I  suppose  that  the  verbal  resemblance  in  the  twenty-sixth 
chapter  of  Matthew  is  attributable  to  the  conversation  having 
been  in  Greek ;  the  quotation  in  the  thirty-first  verse,  agreeing 
with  the  Septuagint,  confirms  it. 

VERBAL   COBKESPONDENCE     IN    SECTIONS    COMMON    TO    ONLY 
TWO   OF   THE    GOSPELS. 

Matt.  xiv.  22 — 34 ;  Mark  vi.  45 — 53. 
The  resemblance  being  in  the  narrative,  and  not  in  conversa- 
tion, must,  I  suppose,  be  attributed  to  the  same  common  autho- 
rity.   As  Mark  alone  mentions  Bethsaida  (of  Galilee),  Peter's 
native  place,  perhaps  the  relation  was  from  Peter. 

Matt.  xv.  7 — 10 ;  Mark  vii.  6,  7,  14. 


Matthew  xy.  7—10. 

7.  Ye  hypocrites !  well  did  Esaias 
prophesy  of  you,  saying,  8.  This  people 
draweth  nigh  unto  me  with  their  mouth, 
and  honoureth  me  with  their  lips,  but 
their  heart  is  far  from  me. 

9.  But  in  vain  they  do  worship  me, 
teaching  for  doctrines 
the  commandments  of  men,  &c. 


Mark  vii.  6,  7 — 14. 

6.  Well  hath  Esaias  prophesied  of  you, 
hypocrites,  as  it  is  written.  This  people 

honoureth  me  with  their  lips,  but 
their  heart  is  far  from  me. 

7.  Howbeit  in  vain  do  they  worship  me, 
teaching  for  doctrines 

the  commandments  of  men,  &c. 
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The  disciples  were  eating  with  defiled  hands,  contrary  to  the 
traditions  observed  by  "  the  Pharisees  and  all  the  Jews'^  (Mark 
vii.  3),  which  shews  their  strong  Gentile  tendencies.  Our  Lord's 
quotation  agreeing  with  tha  Septuagint,  and  not  with  the  He- 
brew, seems  to  imply  that  the  conversation  was  in  Greek.  It  is 
most  probable  that  the  appeal  to  the  people  (Matt.  xv.  10)  was 
in  Greek.  Matthew  has  probably  preserved  the  conversation  in 
the  correct  order,  and  the  first  part  of  our  Lord's  reply  to  the 
Scribes  and  Pharisees  who  came  from  Jerusalem  may  have  been 
in  Aramaic;  but  for  the  sake  of  the  disciples,  the  latter  part  was 
in  Greek.  The  sudden  transition  from  one  language  to  another 
will  not  appear  strange  to  any  one  who  has  been  in  localities 
where  two  languages  are  prevalent. 

Matt.  xv.  26 — 32 ;  Mark  vii.  27 — ^viii.  1,  2. 
Matthew  xv.  26 — 32.  Mark  vii.  27. 


26.  But  he  answered  and  said, 

It  is  not  meet 

to  take  the  children's  bread,  and  to 

cast  it  to  dogs,  etc. 


27.  But  Jesus  said  unto  her, 
Let  the  children  first  be  filled, 
for  it  is  not  meet 

to  take  the  children's  bread,  and  to 
cast  it  unto  the  dogs,  &c. 


The  discourse  with  the  Greek  woman  was  doubtless  in  Greek ; 
and  when  our  Lord  was  passing  through  Decapolis  (Mark  vii. 
31)  the  multitude  who  "  glorified  the  God  of  Israel"  (Matt.  xv. 
31)  were,  one  would  suppose.  Gentiles,  who  hitherto  had  not  be- 
lieved in  "  the  God  of  Israel." 

Matt.  xix.  6,  6 ;  Maek  x.  7 — 9. 
Matthew  xix.  5.  Mark  x.  7. 


5.  For  this  cause  shall  a  man  leave 
father  and  mother,  and  shall 
deave  to  his  wife, 

and  they  twain  (pi  hv£) 
shall  be  one  flesh. 

6.  What  therefore  God  hath 
joined  together, 

let  no  man  put  asunder. 


7.  For  this  cause  shall  a  man  leave 
his  father  and  mother,  and 

cleave  to  his  wife. 

8.  And  they  twain  (ot*  Zv6) 
shall  be  one  flesh. 

9.  What  therefore  God  hath 
joined  together, 

let  no  man  put  asunder. 


In  this  passage  our  Lord  must  have  been  speaking  Greek ; 
for,  as  I  have  already  observed,  he  evidently  quoted  from  the 
Septuagint,  because  his  argument  turns  upon  the  words  '^  they 
twain,'^  which  are  in  the  Septuagint,  but  are  not  in  the  Hebrew. 

Matt.  xx.  22—28 ;  Mark  x.  88 — 45. 


Matthsw  XX. 

22.  But  Jesus  answered  and  said, 
Te  know  not  what  ye  ask. 
Are  ye  able  to  drink  of  the  cup  that 


Mark  x. 

38.  But  Jesus  said  unto  them, 
Ye  know  not  what  ye  ask. 
Can  ye  drink  of  the  cup  that 
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IfATnUWZK. 

iBhaUdrinkof?  and  to  be 
baptized  with  tbe  baptiim 
tbat  I  am  baptized  with  ?  etc. 


Maekz. 

Idrinkof?  and  be 
baptized  witb  tbe  baptism 
tball  am  baptized  witb?  etc 


Oar  Lord's  oonverae  with  his  disciples,  as  I  have  already  ob- 
servedy  was  now  most  probably  in  the  Oreek  language.  To  that 
cause  I  should  attribute  the  verbal  resemblance  in  this  passage. 
But  as  Matthew  did  not  hear  the  first  part  of  the  discourse 
(Matt.  XX.  24),  he  and  Mark  might  both  have  heard  it  repeated 
by  the  same  individual. 


Matt.  xxiv.  2S 

Matthew  xxiv.  22. 

22.  And  except  those  daya  iboold  be 
•bortened,  tbere  abould  no  flesh  be 
saved ;  but  for  the  elect's  sake 

those  days  shall  be  shortened. 


Mark  xiii.  20. 

Mark  xiii.  20. 

20.  And  except  that  the  Lord  had 
shortened  those  days,  no  flesh  should  be 
saved ;  but  for  the  dect^s  sake, 
whom  he  hath  chosen, 
he  hath  shortened  the  days. 


I  have  already  observed  that  this  prophecy  was  delivered  in 
Oreek. 

SECTIONS   COMMON   TO   MARK  AND   LUKE   ONLY. 

Mabk  i.  24,  26  ;  Luke  iv.  34,  85. 
Mark  L  Lukb  iv. 


24.  Saying,  Let  as  alone,  what  have 

we  to  do  with  thee,  thou  Jesus  of  Nazareth, 

art  thou  come  to  destroy  us  ?  I  know 

thee  who  thou  art,  the  Holy  One  of  God, 

etc.  etc. 


34.  Saying,  Let  us  alone,  what  have 

we  to  do  with  thee,  thou  Jesus  of  Nazareth, 

art  thou  come  to  destroy  us  ?  I  know 

thee  who  thou  art,  the  Holy  One  of  God, 

etc  etc. 


The  language  might  have  been  Greek,  or  the  similarity  may 
have  been  from  the  narration  of  the  same  individual,  probably 
Peter. 

Mark  viii.  88;  Luke  ix.  26. 


Mark  Tiii.  33. 

Whosoever,  therefore,  shall  he 
ashamed  of  me  and  of  my  words, 
in  this  adulterous  and  sinful  generation, 
of  him  also  shall  the  Son  of  Man 
be  ashamed,  when  he  cometh  in  the 
glory  of  his  Father, 
with  the  holy  angels. 


Lukb  ix.  26. 

For  whosoever  shall  be 
ashamed  of  me  and  of  my  words, 

of  him  shall  the  Son  of  Man 

be  ashamed,  when  he  shall  come  in  his 

own  glory  and  in  his  Father's, 

and  of  the  holy  angels. 


I  have  akeady  observed  that  the  language  upon  this  occasion 
was  Greek. 
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Mark  ix.  38,  40 ;  Luke  ix.  49,  50. 

Mark  ix.  38—40.  Luke  ix.  49,  50. 


38.  And  John  answered  him,  saying, 
Master,  we  saw  one  casting  out  devils 
in  thy  name,  and  he  followeth  not  us, 
and  we  forbad  liim,  because 
he  followeth  not  us,  &c. 

40. .  . .  For  he  that  is  not  against  us 
is  on  our  part. 


49.  And  John  answered  and  said, 
Master,  we  saw  one  casting  out  devils 
in  thy  name, 

and  we  forbad  him,  because 
he  followeth  not  us,  &c. 

50. . . .  For  he  that  is  not  against  us 
is  for  us. 


The  resemblance  here  is,  I  conceive,  attributable  to  the  con- 
versation having  been  in  Greek;  had  the  verbal  similarity  pro- 
ceeded from  the  two  evangelists  having  used  some  common  writ- 
ten original,  or  derived  their  knowledge  from  some  stereotyped 
oral  gospel,  we  should  not  have  expected  to  find  part  of  the  same 
discburse  wholly  in  another  connexion  in  Luke  (chap.  xvii.  1 — 8). 

SECTIONS   COMMON   TO   MATTHEW  AND   LUKB   ONLY. 

Matt.  v.  44,   with  Luke  vi.  27,  28 ;    and  Matt.  vii.  5,  with 

Luke  vi.  42. 

Matthew  v.  44. 


LuKB  Ti.  27—28. 

But  I  say  unto  you  which  hear. 
Love  your  enemies, 
do  good  to  them  which  hate  you. 

28.  Bless  them  that  curse  you,  &c. 

Luke  vi.  42. 

!'   Thou  hypocrite,  cast  out  first  the  beam 
out  of  tliine  own  eye,  and  then  shalt  thou 
see  clearly  to  cast  out  the  mote 
that  is  in  thy  brother's  eye. 

The  Sermon  on  the  Mount  having  been  delivered  in  the 
hearing  of  a  mixed  multitude,  some  from  Decapolis,  some  from 
the  country  beyond  Jordan  (Matt,  iv,  25),  and  some  from  Tyre 
and  Sidon  (Luke  vi.  17),  was,  I  doubt  not,  in  the  Greek  lan- 
guage.' In  Matt.  V.  47,  48,  from  the  seeming  jingle  in  Greek 
between  "  publicans  "  and  "  perfect,^^  Wetstein  argues  that  it  was 


But  I  say  unto  you, 
Love  your  enemies, 

bless  them  that  curse  you,  &c. 

Matthew  vii.  5. 

Thou  hypocrite,  first  cast  out  the  beam 
out  of  thine  eye,  and  then  shalt  thou 
see  clearly  to  cast  out  the  mote 
out  of  thy  brother's  eye. 


t  In  Matt.  V.  11,  our  Lord  uses  a  Greek  proverb, — **  One  iota  or  one  apex  shall 
not  pass  away  from  the  law  until  all  be  fulfilled."  Diodati  remarks,  that  the  Greek 
Iota,  the  Hebrew  Yod,  the  Chaldee  Hik,  and  the  Syriac  IW,  being  each  the  smallest 
letters  in  their  respective  alphabets,  the  proverb  would  hold  good  in  any  of  those 
languages  ;  but  as  the  speaker  only  used  the  Greek  characters,  it  is  quite  certain  that 
it  sprang  from  his  speaking  Greek.  A  Greek  proverb  was  current  in  that  day,  whereby 
anything  exceedingly  minute  was  compared  to  an  iota  (Diodati,  part  u.,  chap,  ii., 
sec.  4). 


90 


A  Chapter  on  the  Hartnonisnng  GospeU. 


[April, 


written  (or  rather  I  should  say  spoken)  in  Greek.*  In  Matt.  vi. 
16,  the  Paranomasia,  in  like  manner,  intimates  a  Greek  original. 
Bishop  JebVs  remarks  on  this  portion  of  Scripture,  in  his  Sacred 
Literature,  strongly  imply  a  Greek  original.  He  says  on  Matt, 
vi.  3,  4,  6,  17,  18,  "  In  the  original  of  these  three  pair  of  triplets 
are  seversd  rhyming  terminations  which  in  an  English  version  it 
is  impossible  to  preserve"  (JebVs  Sacred  Literature,  pp-  160, 
161).'' 

Matt.  viii.  8 — 10;  Luke  vii.  6 — ^9. 

Matthbw  viiL  Luke  vii. 


5. . . .  There  came  unto  him  a 
ceDtnrion,  beseeching  him, 


6.  And  saying,  Lord,  my  servant 
lieth  at  home  sick  of  the  pidsy, 
grievously  tormented. 


7.  And  Jesus  saith  unto  him, 
I  will  come  and  heal  him. 

8.  The  centurion  answered 
and  said, 

Lord, 

I  am  not  worthy  that  thou  shouldest 
come  under  my  roof ; 

hut  speak  the  word  only, 

and  my  servant  shall  be  healed. 

9.  For  I  am  a  man  set  under 
authority,  having  soldiers  under  me : 
and  I  say  to  this  man,  Go,  and  he  goeth; 
and  to  another,  Come,  and  he  cometh ;  and 
to  my  servant.  Do  this,  and  he  doeth  it,  etc 


3.  And  when  he  heard  of  Jesus,  he  sent 
unto  him  the  elders  of  the  Jews,  beseech- 
ing  him  that  he  would  come,  and  heal  his 
servant 

4.  And  when  they  came  to  Jesus,  they 
besought  him  instantly,  saying,  That  he 
was  worthy  for  whom  he  should  do  this. 

5.  For  he  loveth  our  nation,  and  he  hath 
built  us  a  synagogue. 

6.  Then  Jesus  went  with  them,  and 
when  he  was  not  fur  from  the  house, 
the  centurion  sent  friends  to  him,  saying 
unto  him, 

Lord,  trouble  not  thyself, 

for  I  am  not  worthy  that  thou  shouldest 
enter  under  my  roof, 

7.  Wherefore  neither  thought  I  myself 
worthy  to  come  unto  thee,  but  say  in  a 
word,  and  my  servant  shall  be  healed. 

8.  For  I  also  am  a  man  set  under 
authority,  having  under  me  soldiers, 
and  I  say  unto  one.  Go,  and  he  goeth ; 
and  to  another,  Come, and  he  cometh;  and 
to  my  servant, Do  this,  and  he  doeth  it,  etc 


There  is  some  difference  between  the  two  evangelists  in  the 
aooount  of  the  healing  of  the  centurion's  servant :  Matthew  says 
that  the  centurion  came  to  our  Lord;  Luke  says  that,  in  the 
first  instance,  he  sent  elders  of  the  Jews,  and  subsequently  some 
of  his  own  Mends;  and  yet,  although  there  is  this  difference, 
there  is  a  verbal  resemblance  in  part  of  the  conversation.  Now 
a  common  written  original,  or  a  stereotyped  oral  one,  cannot  ac- 
count for  the  verbal  identity,  because,  in  that  case,  the  discre- 
pancy could  not  have  occurred. 

«  But  against  this  it  may  be  urged,  that  Griesbach  gives  a  various  reading, — "hea- 
then "  instead  of  "  publicans." 

*  When  the  Bishop  made  this  observation,  the  impression  upon  his  mind  must 
have  been,  that  the  Greek  of  Matthew's  gospel  recorded  the  very  words  spoken  by 
our  Lord. 
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It  is  remarkable  also  that  there  is  no  verbal  resemblance  ia 
the  message  borne  by  the  elders  of  the  Jews ;  but  the  resemblance 
is  observable  in  the  message  borne  by  the  friends  of  the  centurion. 
Is  it  not  allowable  to  suppose  that  the  elders  addressed  our  Lord 
in  Aramaic,  but  that  the  Gentiles  used  the  Greek  language  ? 

Matt,  viii,  30,  22;  Luke  ix.  58.  60. 

Matthew  HSL  20.  f  Luke  ix.  58. 


And  Jesus  saith  unto  hjim.  The 
foxes  have  holes,  and  the  birds  of  the  air 
have  nests;  bat  the  Son  of  Man  hath  not 
where  to  lay  his  head,  etc. 


58.  And  Jesus  said  unto  him, 
Foxes  have  holes,  and  birds  of  the  air 
have  nests ;  but  the  Son  of  Man  hath  not 
where  to  lay  his  head,  etc. 


It  would  be  difficult  also  to  account  for  the  verbal  resem- 
blance in  this  passage^  upon  the  supposition  of  a  common  writ- 
ten or  stereotyped  oral  original^  the  connexion  is  so  different. 
It  appears  probable  that  the  language  of  our  Lord  was  Greek. 


Matt.  xi.  3—11,  16- 
Matthew  xi. 


-19;  Luke  vii.  19—28,  81—85. 

Luke  vii. 


3.  .  .  .  Art  thou  he  that  should  come  ? 
or  do  we  look  for  another  ? 

4. ...  Go  and  shew  John  again 
those  things  which  ye  do  hear  and  see. 

5.  The  blind  receive  their  sight,  and 
the  lame  walk,  the  lepers  are  cleansed, 
and  the  deaf  hear,  the  dead  are  raised  up, 
and  the  poar  have  the  gospel  preached 
to  them,  etc. 


19.  .  . .  Art  thou  he  that  should  come? 
or  look  we  for  another  ? 

22. .  .  .  Go  your  way,  and  tell  John 
what  things  ye  have  seen  and  heard; 
how  that  the  bhnd  see, 
the  lame  walk,  the  lepers  are  cleansed, 
the  deaf  hear,  the  dead  are  raised, 
to  the  poor  the  gospel  is  preached, 
etc. 


Matthew  probably  was  absent  at  this  time,  so  perhaps  some 
might  be  inclined  to  attribute  his  verbal  resemblance  with  Luke 
in  this  passage  to  the  same  source  of  information.  But  it 
appears  much  more  probable  that  the  messengers  which  the  Bap- 
tist sent  from  the  southern  extremity  of  Persea  spoke  Greek,  ,and 
that  our  Lord  continued  to  address  the  ^^  publicans  ^'  and  muL 
titttdes  in  the  same  language. 

Matt.  xii.  41 — 45 ;  Luke  xi.  81,  82,  24—26. 


Matthew  zil.  41. 

The  meo  of  Nineyeh  shall  rise  up  in 
the  judgment  with  this  generation,  and 
shall  condemn  it :  because  they  repented 
&t  the  preaching  of  Jonas ;  and  behold, 
a  greater  than  Jonas  is  here,  etc. 


Luke  xi.  32. 

The  men  of  Ninere  shall  rise  up  in 
the  ju%ment  with  this  genomtion,  and 
shall  condemn  it :  for  they  repented 
at  the  preaching  of  Jonas ;  and  behold, 
a  greater  than  Jonas  is  here,  etc. 


The  Lord  had  now  withdrawn  to  the  sea  to  avoid  the  Pha- 
risees, and  as  the  multitudes  who  followed  him  were  partly  from 
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Idumea,  and  beyond  the  Jordan^  and  from  Tyre  and  Sidon 
(Mark  iii.  7,  8)^  it  is  probable  that  our  Lord's  addresses  were  in 
Greek.*' 

i;  Luke  xi.  20,  21. 

LuKB  zL  20—21. 

And  again  he  said,  Wherennto  shall  I 
liken  the  kmgdom  of  God  ?  It  is  like 
leaven,  which  a  woman  took,  and  hid 
in  three  measnres  of  meal,  tBl  the 
whole  was  leavened,  etc. 

We  learn  from  St.  Mark  (iv.  11)  that  the  multitudes  present 
were  composed  of  "them  that  were  without/'  that  is,  I  suppose^ 
the  Gentiles ;  the  language  therefore  was  Greek. 

Matt,  xxiii.  87,  38 ;  Luke  xiii.  34,  36. 

Matthew  zziii.  37.  Luke  xiii.  34. 


Matt.  xiii. 

Matthew  xiii.  33. 

Another  parable  spake  he  nnto  them 
The  kingdom  of  heaven  is  like  nnto 
leaven,  which  a  woman  took,  and  hid 
in  three  measnres  of  meal,  till  the 
whole  was  leavened. 


O  Jerusalem,  Jerosalem,  thou  that 
kiUest  the  prophet,  and  stonest  them 
which  are  sent  unto  thee,  how  often 
would  I  have  gathered  thy  children 
together,  even  as  a  hen  gathereth  her 
chickens  under  her  wings, 
and  ye  would  not  1  etc. 


O  Jerusalem,  Jerusalem,  which 
killest  the  prophets,  and  stonest  them 
that  are  sent  unto  thee,  how  often 
would  I  have  gathered  thy  children 
together,  as  a  hen  doth  gather  her 
brood  under  her  wings, 
and  ye  would  not !  etc. 


The  connexion  in  which  this  passage  occurs  in  Matthew,  being 
so  different  from  that  in  Luke,  militates  against  either  theory 
of  a  common  documentary,  or  a  stereotyped  oral  original.  And 
the  resemblance  being  in  our  Lord^s  own  words,  leads  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  language  was  Greek,  as  we  have  already  ob- 
served with  regard  to  the  twenty-fourth  of  Matthew. 

Having  now  gone  through  the  sections  mentioned  by  Dr. 
Davidson,  where  verbal  resemblance  is  found,  I  must  now,  ac- 
cording to  promise,  shortly  notice  those  quotations  by  our  Lord 
from  the  Old  Testament,  which  do  not  agree  with  the  Sep- 
tuagint. 

The  first  exception  is  Matthew  xi.  10,  together  with  the 
parallels,  Mark  i.  2,  and  Luke  vii.  27.  Here  the  evangelists 
differ  both  from  the  Septuagint  and  the  Hebrew,  from  which, 
therefore,  no  positive  argument  can  be  raised  either  for  or  against 
the  theory.  Stuart  supposes  that  the  quotation  is  rendered  from 
the  Hebrew,  whilst  Randolph  supposes  some  corruption  in  the 
text.  Now,  according  to  the  theory  proposed,  the  quotation  as 
it  occurs  in  Mark^s  gospel  should  agree  with  the  Hebrew,  because 


^  In  Matt.  zii.  49,  our  Lord  mentioning  the  whale  instead  otJUhy  seems  to  indicate 
that  he  was  quoting  or  referring  to  the  Septuagint. 
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it  is  introduced  as  cited  by  the  evangelist  himself ;  but  as  it 
occurs  in  Matthew  and  Luke,  it  should  agree  with  the  Septua- 
gint,  because  in  those  gospels  it  occurs  as  the  quotation  by  our. 
Lord.  Now  it  is  a  fact  that  verbal  resemblance  is  found  between 
passages  in  the  more  modem  manuscripts  of  the  gospels,  where, 
in  the  more  ancient  examples,  the  verbal  resemblance  is  wanting, 
showing  that  verbal  resemblance,  in  some  instances,  is  to  be 
accounted  for  by  a  tampering  with  the  text,  in  order  to  produce 
uniformity.  Now,  in  no  case  would  such  a  tampering  be  more 
likely  than  in  the  one  where  the  same  passage  from  the  Old 
Testament  was  quoted  differently  by  different  evangelists.  I  do 
not  say  positively  that  this  was  the  case  here,  but  it  does  not 
appear  an  improbable  conjecture  that  the  present  reading  may 
have  been  formed  from  the  Hebrew,  the  Septuagint,.and  perhaps 
Luke  i.  76. 

Matthew  xxii.  87,  is  the  next  exception.  Our  Lord's  answer 
to  the  lawyer  at  Jerusalem,  we  might  expect  to  have  been  taken 
from  the  Hebrew  Scriptures. 

Matthew  xxvii.  46. 

This  exception  is  a  great  confirmation  of  the  theory.  When 
our  Lord  spoke  in  Hebrew,  the  quotation  differed  from  the  Sep- 
tuagint,  which  leads  us  to  infer  that,  when  the  quotation  does 
agree  with  the  Septuagint,  and  not  with  the  Hebrew,  he  used 
the  Greek  version.* 

Luke  xxii.  37. 

Our  Lord  was  not  in  controversy  with  enemies  who  might 
cavil  at  his  words;  but  discoursing  with  his  disciples,  and  the 
sense  being  the  same,  he  may  have  rendered  from  the  Hebrew, 
as  probably  as  quoted  from  the  Septuagiat. 

The  only  objection  which  I  can  anticipate  to  the  theory, 
taken  as  a  whole — I  speak  not  of  exceptions  to  the  detail — is  the 
opinion  that  Matthew  originally  wrote  his  gospel  in  Aramaic. 
This  paper  has  already  been  extended  to  such  a  length,  that  I 
can  only  refer  to  Dr.  Davidson  for  the  arguments  in  favour  of  such 
a  supposition,  and  to  a  long  and  able  note  of  Moses  Stuart,  in 
Fosdick's  edition  of  Hug,  against  it.  I  think  I  may  be  permitted 
to  add,  that  if  the  arguments  on  either  side  were  at  all  equally 
balanced  before,  the  powerful  internal  evidence  against  an  Ara- 
maic original  which  this  theory  supplies,  may  be  sufficient  to  es- 

«  The  bystanders,  from  their  remark,  "  This  man  calleth  for  Elias,"  must  have 
supposed  that  our  Lord  was  speaking  Greek.  We  can  hardly  suppose  that  their  ears 
were  familiar  with  the  Aramaic  or  Hebrew,  and  those  who  said,  "  Let  be,  let  us  see 
whether  Elias  will  come,"  were  probably  speaking  Greek. 
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tablish  the  blessed  fact^  that  not  only  is  the  present  Greek  text 
of  Matthew  the  original  of  that  Apostle,  bat  that  in  many  of  the 
discourses  we  have  the  identical  words  of  our  Lord  himself.  An 
original  Aramaic  gospel  would  have  recorded  events — of  which 
there  must  have  been  many — connected  with  our  Lord's  dis- 
courses in  that  language,  and  therefore  in  the  locality  of  Judea 
rather  than  of  Gtdilee. 


THE  VISIT  OF  THE  HAOI;  THE  TDEE  AND  PLACE  OF  ITS 
OCCUBRENCE. 

The  events  in  the  narrative  of  our  Saviour's  infancv  and  child- 
hood form  the  exquisitely  beautiful  and  appropriate  mtroduction 
to  the  records  of  his  ministry.  Matthew  and  Luke  have  given 
us  that  most  interesting  introduction ; — Luke  fixing  our  atten- 
tion on  the  earliest  historical  incidents ;  marking  the  relation- 
ship that  existed  between  Mary,  the  mother  of  Jesus^  and  Eliza- 
beth, the  mother  of  John  the  Baptist;  speaking  more  of  Mary 
and  her  experiences,  than  of  Joseph  and  las ;  telling  of  the  visit 
of  the  shepherds  to  the  new-born  babe;  of  the  circumcision; 
the  presentation  in  the  temple  and  the  attendant  circumstances  ; 
and  lastly,  of  the  return  of  the  family  **  to  their  own  city,  Naza- 
reth,'^ (to  all  appearance)  immediately  after  "they  had  per- 
formed all  things  according'  to  the  law  of  the  Lord :''  while  Mat- 
thew, after  briefly  alluding  to  Joseph's  conduct  towards  Mary, 
and  to  the  calling  of  the  child  by  the  name  "  Jesus,*'  proceeds 
to  speak  of  Herod  the  king,  and  his  fears,  as  roused  by  the  visit 
of  the  Magi ;  of  his  cunning  and  cruelty ;  of  the  divine  warnings 
given  to  Joseph  on  various  occasions ;  of  the  secret  return  of  the 
Magi  to  the  East;  of  Joseph's  secret  departure  to  Egypt;  and 
of  his  return  on  the  death  of  Herod. 

For  the  view  of  the  order  of  some  of  those  events,  which  we 
intend  shortly  to  put  before  the  readers  of  the  Journal  of  Sacred 
Literature^  we  shall  require  that  sympathy,  and  impartiality, 
without  which,  no  attempt  to  give  a  new"  explication  of  a  diffi- 
cult chronological  problem  can  be  fairly  and  justly  valued. 

The  demand  we  have  to  make  on  the  patient  consideration 
of  the  biblical  critic  may  be  all  the  more  willingly  complied 
with,  when  we  affirm  that,  while  our  views  are  opposed  to  an 

a  See  last  paragraph  of  this  article. 
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inference  that  has  generally  been  drawn  from  the  words  of  Scrip- 
ture, they  yet  agree  with  the  words  of  Scripture  themselves,  and 
reconcile  those  portions  of  the  history  of  our  Lord's  infancy,  in 
Luke  and  Matthew,  which,  hitherto,  have  been  regarded  as 
almost  irreconcileable. 

In  reading  Luke's  narrative,  we  propose  to  read  continuously 
on  to  the  thirty-ninth  verse  of  the  second  chapter  of  Luke^s  gos- 
pel,  and  immediately  after  that,  to  take  in  the  second  chapter  of 
Matthew.  This  will  shew,  at  once,  how  valuable  such  chrono- 
logical order  would  be,  if  it  could  be  legitimately  obtained. 

To  consider,  then,  Matthew's  precise  statements : — 

We  object,  in  the  first  place,  to  the  phraseology  by  which 
Tov  Bk  ^Injaov  yevvrjOhrro^  iv  BrjffXek/iy  etc.,  has  been  translated. 
The  indefinite  time  of  the  aorist  would  be  more  precisely  marked 
by  rendering  '^ After  Jesus  was  bom  in  Bethlehem  pf  Judea,  in 
the  days  of  Herod  the  king.''  The  ordinary  translation  in  our 
English  version,  though  not  a  mistranslation,  yet  insensibly 
leads  the  mind  to  regard  what  follows  as  following  immediately 
after  the  birth  of  Jesus ;  and  not  as  succeeding  that  event  at  a 
more  distant  and  less  definite  period.  But  we  merely  require 
the  admission  that  the  phrases  in  the  original  Greek  of  Matt, 
ii.  1,  would  be  equally  applicable,  where  they  occur,  whether 
the  visit  of  the  Magi  took  place  a  month  or  two,  or  many 
months,  after  the  birth  of  Christ. 

Having  made  this  allusion  to  Bethlehem,  as  the  birth-place 
of  Jesus,  Matthew  does  not  again  mention  Bethlehem  in  con- 
nexion with  Jesus,  or  with  Mary,  or  Joseph. 

The  Magi  he  describes  as  coming  from  the  East  to  Jeru- 
salem. Now,  Chaldsea,  Assyria,  Persia,  India,  are  the  East,  as 
far  as  Jerusalem  is  concerned.  The  part  of  Arabia  that  could  be 
included  under  the  same  head  is  small,  indeed.  That  they  came 
from  a  very  great  distance  is  probable.  And  it  is  apparent  that 
they  saw  the  star  for  the  first  time,  long  before  they  began  to 
make  inquiries  at  Jerusalem.  Indeed,  whether  the  light  that 
shone  over  and  around  the  shepherds,  on  the  very  night  of 
Christ's  birth,  was  related  to  the  sign  the  Magi  saw,  or  whether 
a  planetary  or  stellar  phenomenon  fixed  their  gaze;  there  are 
various  reasons  for  supposing  that  the  date  at  which  they  first 
beheld  the  sign,  or  the  date  at  which  it  was  most  conspicuous, 
was  the  date  of  the  Saviour's  birth.  This  date  it  was  that  Herod, 
with  considerable  anxiety,  secretly  ascertained  from  the  Magi. 
The  use  he  made  of  it  is  too  well  known. 

The  position  of  the  Magi  at  Jerusalem  was  very  peculiar. 
They  did  not  come  in  fear  of  an  enemy,  or  seeking  the  protec- 
tion of  a  powerful  prince ;  the  allegiance  they  ofiered  was  frankly 
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and  disinterestedly  offered ;  and  out  of  deference  to  some  higlier 
idea,  than  the  kingdoms  they  had  known  or  passed  through 
could  afford  them.  It  was  not  Herod's  power  they  revered.  In 
their  earnest  search,  they  forgot  Herod  and  the  citizens  of  Jeru- 
salem. They  wondered  that  no  one  could  tell  them  of  him 
whom  they  sought.  ''Where  is  he  that  is  bom  King  of  the 
Jews?''  was  their  question;  ''for  we  have  seen  his  star  in  the 
East,  and  are  come  to  worship  him.''  The  Magi  were  not 
derided  by  any  in  Jerusalem.  Their  presence  there,  with  their 
attendants  (if  we  are  to  suppose  that  they  were  men  of  great  in- 
fluence in  their  own  land,  and  wealthy  men,  as  their  gifts  might 
lead  us  to  infer),  and  the  embassy  on  which  they  had  eome, 
awakened  the  fears  of  Herod  regarding  the  security  of  himself 
and  family,  and  the  anxiety  of  the  citizens,  as  to  their  safety  in 
any  approaching  struggle.  Either  the  wisdom,  or  the  influential 
position  of  the  Magi,  made  Herod  and  his  people  at  once  believe 
them  to  be  sincere,  and  aid  them  in  their  search.  It  was  a 
strange  question  to  put  publicly,  "in  the  days  of  Herod  the 
king " — "  Where  is  he  that  is  bom  King  of  the  Jews?  "  And 
the  readiness  with  which  Herod  aided  the  search;  the  heed  he 
gave  to  the  words  of  the  prophet  Micah;  and  the  injunction  he 
gave  to  the  Magi,  to  search  diligently  for  the  young  child,  and 
when  they  had  foimd  him  to  bring  back  word,  that  he— even 
Herod,  the  king — might  himself  come  and  do  homage  also,  are 
all  to  be  accounted  for  by  the  desire  of  Herod  to  quench,  at  the 
earliest  possible  period,  and  as  effectually  as  possible,  the  Star 
of  Hope  that  had  arisen  on  Israel. 

In  the  assembly  of  the  priests  and  laic  scribes,  "  Bethlehem 
of  Judaea"  is  the  answer  that  is  given  to  the  inquiries  of  Herod 
regarding  the  place  of  the  Messiah's  birth. 

In  Herod's  careful  and  cruelly  interested  injunctions  to  the 
Magi,  Bethlehem  is  the  place  mentioned. 

In  the  direction  of  Bethlehem  we  are  warranted  in  supposing 
that  the  Magi  set  out  at  first ;  and  whether  they  reached  it>  or 
were  led  in  another  direction  by  the  re-appearance  of  the  star; 
or  after  searching  Bethlehem  in  vain,  then  turned  their  faces  in 
a  new  direction,*  and  were  at  length  gladdened  by  the  rays  of  the 
well-known  sign  which  first  prompted  their  journey;  this,  at 
least,  is  certain ; — the  word  Bethlehem  is  not  again  menticmed, 
either  directly  or  indirectly.  Herod  thought  they  went  to  Beth- 
lehem. They  meant  to  go  to  Bethlehem;  and  they  may  have 
gone  thither.     But  it  is  merely  said  that  the  Magi  departed; 

^  For  there  was  another  Bethlehem,  in  the  trihe  of  Zebulun,  and  near  the  sea  of 
Galilee. 


1867;]  The  Time  and  Place  of  its  Occurrence.  97 

Ijiat  the  star  was  their  tdtimate  guide  (aud  not  Herod's  direc-^ 
tions) ;  that  it  preceded  them  in  their  search^  and  came  and 
stood  over  the  place  where  the  young  child  was;  that  they  went 
into  the  house  (or  home  of  the  family),  and,  after  paying  their 
homage  to  the  young  child,  and  presenting  to  him  gifts,  gold, 
frankincense  and  myrrh,  departed  into  their  own  country,  by 
another  way  from  what  they  intended  to  take;  thus  avoiding* 
Jerusalem,  in  obedience  to  the  divine  warning  they  had  received. 

Joseph,  after  their  departure,  is  warned  to  escape  from  the 
wrath  of  Herod ;  and  the  flight  into  Egypt  follows.  It  is  to  be 
observed  that  Bethlehem  is  not  named  from  the  time  that  Herod 
is  represented  as  using  the  word.  It  may  be  said  that  the  reason 
why  it  is  not  named  is  that  it  is  understood.  Well,  that  is  an 
inference.  But  suppose  that  Bethlehem  was  not  the  "place  in 
which  the  yoimg  child  was,'*  is  there  in  Matthew  anything 
contradictory  to  such. a  supposition?  We  believe  there  is  no- 
thing, except  the  inference  to  which  we  have  already  alluded. 
Again,  it  may  be  asked  why  Matthew  did  not  name  the  place, 
if  it  really  was  not  Bethlehem.  Thei^e  may  have  been  reasons 
for  its  omission.  It  may  have  been  well  known.  Matthew's 
narrative  does  not  even  mention  Nazareth,  when  describing  the 
conduct  of  Joseph  towards  Mary  after  her  betrothal.  We  have 
no  more  right  to  expect  that  he  should  name  the  scene  of  the 
homage  of  the  Magi,  than  we  have  to  expect  that  he  should 
name  the  scene  of  Mary's  betrothal  and  of  her  husband  Joseph's 
dream.  We  may  be  inclined  rather  to  say  that  it  was  at  Beth- 
lehem than  at  any  other  place,  that  the  Magi  saw  Jesus ;  but 
there  is  not,  in  Matthew,  any  word  that  contradicts  the  fact  of 
its  being  at  another  place,  if  that  should  be  the  fact ;  and  espe- 
cially if  that  fact  was  generally  known  when  Matthew  wrote  his 
gospel  (as  some  say,  eight  years  after  the  ascension  \  some,  fif- 
teen years ;  some,  later).  The  same  reason  that  led  him  to  omit 
Nazareth  in  the  first  chapter,  when  speaking  of  what  occurred 
there,  may  have  led  him  to  omit  naming  it,  when  speaking  of 
the  homage  paid  by  the  Magi,  if  Nazareth  also  was  the  scene  of 
that  event. 

It  certainly  was  natural  to  expect  that  the  reputed  "King 
of  the  Jews"  would  be  found  by  the  Magi  in  the  place  where 
he  had  been  born.  We  know  some  reasons,  however,  why,  after 
the  lapse  of  a  certain  period,  Nazareth  was  a  more  likely  place 
in  which  to  find  him  than  even  Bethlehem ;  for,  not  only  does 
Luke  say  that  the  family  returned  to  Nazareth  after  they  had 
performed  the  sacred  rites  required  of  them  at  Jerusalem ;  but 
we  have  the  best  evidence  that  they  had  no  relationship  or  other 
similar  reason  to  keep  them  at  Bethlehem,  after  Mary  was  able 
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to  undertake  the  journey  northwards, — in  the  few  bttt  aignifieant 
words  that  tell  ua,  ''there  was  no  room  for  them  in  the  inn/' 
and  therefore  the  new-bom  babe  was  placed  ''in  a  manger/' 
If  kinsfolk  or  intimate  friends  of  her's  or  Joseph's  had  resided  in 
Bethlehem,  they  would  not  have  left  her,  in  the  condition  in 
which  she  was,  to  the  tumult  of  a  khan,  caraYansorai,  or  inn,  or 
to  the  retirement  of  a  stable.  Kitto  has  remarked  that  ^'  they 
clearly  came  very  late "  to  Bethlehem,  and  that  their  friends 
may  have  been  already  over-burdened  with  guests.  But  Luke 
seems  to  imply  that  this  was  not  the  case ;  for  his  woids  are  iv 
T^  eliHu  airrovi  iteet,  "  while  they  were  there,'* — an  ex{Mre88ion 
that  favours  the  opinion  that  they  had  been  there  for  days  before 
the  birth  took  place ;  whereas  the  inn  being  still  crowded  when 
the  birth  did  take  place,  implies  that  the  enrdment  was  not 
concluded.  Moreover,  a  woman  in  Mary's  condition  would 
surely  have  found  room  in  the  house  of  a  relative  or  intimate 
friend,  even  at  the  risk  of  usurping  the  place  of  one  who  had 
come  earlier — if  any  such  friend  or  relative  had  rended  in  Beth- 
lehem. Mary  may  have  found  room  in  the  kin,  previous  to  the 
time  of  the  birth,  and  yet  may  have  been  compelled  to  go  out  of 
the  crowd  and  seek  the  place  where  Jesus  was  bom,  as  the  time 
of  the  birth  drew  nigh,  greater  seclusion  being  indispensable. 
The  want  of  room  or  place  in  the  inn  is  mentioned  in  immediate 
relation  to  the  laying  of  the  infant  Jesus  in  a  manger. 

Not  only  is  there  no  apparent  reason  for  Joseph  and  Mary 
tarrying  at  Bethlehem  longer  than  was  needfdl ;  but  there  is 
every  reason  to  suppose  that  when  they  had  to  appear  at  the 
temple  in  Jerusalem,  they  would  make  Jamsalem  one  of  the 
stages  in  their  homeward  journey.  This  is  precisely  in  accord- 
ance with  the  account  given  by  Luke.  And  there  is  no  reason 
why  any  commentator  should  explain  away  or  soften  down  the 
literal  meaning  of  that  evangelist ;  except  that  he  may  wish  it 
to  appear  that  the  visit  of  the  Magi  is  capable  of  being  inserted 
after  the  presentation  in  the  temple  and  before  the  return  to 
Nazareth. 

Some  have  regarded  the  occurrence  of  the  Magi's  visit  b^ore 
the  presentation  in  the  temple,  as  probable,  because  of  the  de- 
clarations of  Simeon  and  Anna  being  sufficiently  public  to  allow 
the  citizens  of  Jerusalem  to  tell  the  Magi  of  a  child  who  had 
already  been  spoken  of  as  the  Messiah ;  and  because  no  adequate 
reason  appears  for  a  return  to  Bethlehem  after  the  presentation 
in  the  temple. 

Alford  thinks  there  is  "no  reason  why  the  Magi  may  not 
have  come  within  the  forty  days  before  the  purification,  which 
itself  may  have  taken  place  in  the  interval  between  their  depar- 
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ture  and  Herod's  discovery  that  they  had  mocked  him/'  But 
there  are  two  reasons,  at  least ;  for,  after  the  visit  of  the  Magi, 
the  parents  would  have  been  glad  to  present  a  costlier  offering 
than  they  xlid,  when  they  went  to  Jerusalem ;  and  it  would  have 
beea  a  positive  rushing  into  danger,  instead  of  fleeing  from  it, 
to  go  slaraight  to  Jerusalem,  where  Herod  was,  after  all  his  fierce 
suspicion  and  demon-like  violence  had  been  roused;  and  after 
he  had  been  deceived  by  the  departure  of  the  Magi,  in  direct 
opposition  to  his  request.  And  even  Alford  himself,  when  speak- 
ing of  the  command  given  to  Joseph  to  arise  and  flee  into  Egypt 
(which  command  was  given  immediately  after  the  departure  ot 
the  Magi,  in  obedience  to  the  warning  ,they  had  received ;  in 
fact,  it  is  impossible  to  separate  the  two  warnings  or  commands, 
as,  we  think,  Mr.  Alford  must  admit),  says,  "  The  command  was 
immediate,  and  Joseph  made  no  delay.  He  must  be  understood 
as  having  arisen  the  same  night  and  departed  forthwith/'  The 
needfiil  haste  and  secresy  are  strong  reasons  against  a  visit  to 
Jerusalem,  after  the  Magi  had  left,  in  obedience  to  their  warn- 
ing; especially  if  Bethlehem,  only  six  miles  from  Jerusalem, 
was  the  place  where  they  found  Jesus. 

Mr.  Alford's  chronology  contradicts  Luke's  account  of  the 
return  to  Nazareth,  and  countenances  the  supposition  that  after 
Herod's  passions  were  aroused,  and  after  the  Magi  had  outwitted 
him,  Joseph,  instead  of  escaping,  actually  rushed,  as  it  were, 
into  the  mouth  of  the  lion. 

That  the  presentation  in  the  temple  did  not  occur  after  the 
flight  into  Egypt,  the  account  of  Joseph's  return  from  Egypt  to 
Nazareth  sufficiently  proves,  even  if  there  were  no  other  proof. 
But,  according  to  Luke,  the  presentation  in  the  temple  occurred 
forty  days  after  the  birth,  and  was  immediately  followed  by  the 
return  to  Nazareth. 

Perhaps  the  favourite  way  of  eliminating  the  chronological 
difficulties  connected  with  the  subject  has  been  ±o  set  aside  the 
literal  meaning  which  Luke's  account  conveys,  and  to  make  the 
return  to  Nazareth,  as  described  by  Luke,  parallel  to  Matthew's 
account  of  the  return  to  Nazareth  from  Egypt.  According  to  this 
plan,  the  arrangement  is  1.  The  presentation  in  the  temple  at  Je- 
rusalem. 2.  The  return  to  Bethlehem.  8.  The  visit  of  the  Magi. 
4.  The  flight  into  Egypt.    5.  The  return  frcwn  Egypt  to  Nazareth. 

One  argument  against  this  order  is  Luke's  account  itself, 
when  attentively  read.  If  we  were  told  of  a  family,  that,  after 
transacting  all  the  business  they  had  to  do  in  London,  they  re- 
turned to  Scotland,  and  arrived  at  their  place  of  abode  in  Edin- 
burgh ;  should  we  be  inclined  to  say  that  this  plain  statement 
was  consistent  with  a  journey  to  the  Continent,  made  for  urgent 

h2 
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reoions,  and  a  sa/awm  of  many  weeks  or  months  there^  oocurring 
in  the  interval  between  their  leaving  London  and  arriving  in 
Edinburgh? 

But  another  forcible  reason  against  the  order  now  before  us 
is,  the  contrast  between  Luke's  account  of  the  return  to  Naza- 
reth, and  Matthew's  account  of  the  same.  The  one  is  a  return 
from  Jerusalem,  to  all  appearance.  The  other  is  a  return  from 
Egypt.  The  one  is  made  in  circumstances  of  comfort  and  satis- 
faction, after  the  dutiful  performance  of  sacred  rites.  The  other 
is  made  in  a  state  of  considerable  anxiety,  and  most  probably  of 
regret  at  not  being  permitted  securely  to  approach  the  temple 
at  Jerusalem,  to  give  thanks,  after  long  absence,  for  God's  deli- 
verance and  continued  protection. 

Many  reasons,  unauthorized  by  Scripture,  have  been  assigned 
for  Joseph  and  Mary  being  at  Bethlehem  after  the  presentation 
in  the  temple.  Some  have  said  that  they  intended  to  reside 
always  at  Bethlehem ;  some  that  Joseph  had  found  employment 
there.  And  Epiphanius  has  a  very  remarkable  statement  to  the 
effect  that  the  visit  of  the  Magi  was  made  to  Bethlehem  two 
years  after  the  birth  of  Christ,  when  Mary  was  on  a  visit  to  her 
kindred  there,  possibly  at  a  passover.  The  lapse  of  time  between 
the  birth  of  our  Saviour  and  the  visit  of  the  Magi,  thus  ac- 
counted as  long  as  two  years,  by  so  early  a  writer  as  Epiphanius, 
is  worthy  of  particular  notice  in  connexion  with  the  chronology 
in  dispute.  It  plainly  intimates  a  tendency  to  place  the  visit  of 
the  Magi  at  a  later  period  in  the  history  of  our  Saviour's  in- 
fancy than  has  been  approved  of  in  modem  times.  We  hare 
reasons  to  think  that  tendency  a  right  one,  although  the  view  of 
Epiphanius  as  to  Mary  having  kindred  at  Bethlehem  is  one  we 
have  already  counted  untenable.  Of  those  reasons  we  shall  speak 
immediately.  It  has  also  been  supposed — ^in  order  to  favour  the 
view  gathered  by  inference  from  the  language  of  Matthew-^-that 
''  Joseph  and  Mary,  probably  under  the  idea  that  the  child  was 
to  be  brought  up  at  Bethlehem,  dwelt  there  some  time  after  the 
nativity.''  It  is  scarcely  needful  to  repeat  that  Luke's  account 
is  plainly  inconsistent  \;'ith  the  above  suppositions. 

Let  us  take  a  cursory  glance  of  the  events  to  which  we  have 
been  referring,  and  of  the  circumstances  that  preceded  and  fol- 
lowed them ;  that  we  may  have  a  clear  perception  of  the  inse-  , 
parably  consecutive  relation  of  some  of  them,  and  of  the  possible 
lapse  of  time  between  the  occurrence  of  others.  1.  The  circum- 
cision of  the  child,  and  the  giving  of  the  name,  eight  days  after 
the  birth,  is  a  period  about  which  there  is  no  dispute.  2.  The 
presentation  in  the  temple,  forty  days  after  the  birth,  can 
scarcely  be  assigned  to  any  other  period.     3.  The  return  to 
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Nazareth  after  the  presentation^  is  the  testimony  of  Luke.  4. 
Tlie  visit  of  the  Magi,  the  flight  into  Egypt,  and  the  journey 
from  Egypt  to  Nazareth,  are  the  consecutive  events  related  by 
Matthew.  5.  The  residence  of  the  family  at  Nazareth,  both 
before  and  afker  the  birth  of  Christ,  is  an  unavoidable  conviction 
of  all  who  attend  to  the  testimony  of  the  evangelists. 

Now,  the  visit  of  the  Magi,  viewed  in  itself,  is  not  so  related 
to  any  previous  event,  as  to  prevent  its  being  inserted,  before  or 
after  the  presentation,  before  or  after  the  return  to  Nazareth 
or  even  before  or  after  the  circumcision;  unless  the  consideration 
of  the  circumstances  that  attended  and  followed  that  visit,  makes 
the  insertion  impossible.  The  flight  into  Egypt  and  the  return 
from  Egypt,  however,  cannot  be  separated  from  the  visit  of  the 
Magi,  without  violating  our  sense  of  the  harmony  between  the 
warning  given  to  the  Magi  and  the  warning  given  to  Joseph 
(above  all,  if  that  warning  was  given  at  Bethlehem,  six  miles 
only  from  Herod's  residence).  Wherever,  therefore,  we  insert 
the  visit  of  the  Magi,  there  too,  we  must  leave  room  for  the  flight 
into  Egypt,  and  sojourn  there,  before  returning  to  Nazareth. 

After  frequent  study  of  this   difficult  subject,   and  exact 

weighing  of  the  value  of  the  terms  used  by  Matthew  and  Luke, 

together  with  a  consideration  of  the  peculiar  use  made  by  Herod 

of  the  date  communicated  to  him  by  the  Magi,  we  are  strongly 

inclined  to  follow  Luke's  account,  as  far  as  it  goes;  and  then 

bring  in  the  account  of  Matthew,  narrating  the  visit  of  the  Magi. 

This  impKes  that  Joseph  and  Mary  had  returned  to  their  place 

of  abode,  before  the  Magi  came  to  Jerusalem.     It  is  difficult  to 

avoid  this  conviction.     Nazareth  was  the  home  of  Joseph  and 

Mary.     It  is  most  natural  to  suppose  that,  as  they  had  gone  to 

Bethlehem,  for  the  purpose  of  enrolment,  in  connexion  with  a 

Roman  tax  to  be  ultimately  levied,  they  would  return  home  as 

soon  as  possible  after  that  purpose  had  been  served.     That  return 

would  have  been  made,  immediately,  but  for  the  birth  of  Jesus. 

It  might  have  been  made  at  an  earlier  period  than  forty  days 

after  the  birth,  as  far  as  Mary's  strength  was  concerned,  had 

not  the  Jewish  law  required  the  rite  of  purification,  and  the 

sacrifice,  as  well  as  the  presentation  of  the  child.     The  child 

might  be  presented,  either  at  the  legal  time — ^thirty  ddys  after 

the  birth — when  the  fee  of  redemption  for  the  first-bom  became 

due;  or,  ten  days  after  that,  when  the  mother  appeared  for  the 

purpose  of  offering  her  sacrifice  and  going  through  the  rite  of 

purification.     We  see  that  the  child  Jesus  was  not  presented  in 

the  temple  at  the  end  of  thirty  days,  near  as  Bethlehem  was  to 

Jerusalem.    And  the  reason  for  the  delay  of  ten  days  is  all  the 

uiore  apparent,  when  we  think  of  the  circumstances  of  Mary  and 
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Joseph  at  Bethlehem,  of  their  distance  £ram  home,  and  their 
contemplated  return  thither.  A  return  to  Bethlehem  would 
never  for  a  moment  have  been  imagined,  had  it  not  been  ac- 
counted desirable  to  place  the  visit  of  the  Magi  (as  occurring  at 
Bethlehem)  soon  after  the  presentation  in  the  temple)  notwith- 
standing Luke^s  apparent  testimony  to  the  contrary. 

Alford  has  given  his  opinion  that  Matthew  was  utterly  igno- 
rant of  the  fact  that  Nazareth  was  the  abode  of  Joseph  and 
Mary,  previous  to  the  birth  of  Jesus.  He  prefers  to  entertain 
this  opinion,  (no  doubt  because  it  favours  his  theory  of  the  mutual 
ignorance  of  the  three  evangelists,  Matthew,  Mark  and  Luke, 
regarding  their  several  gospels)  even  after  admitting,  **  it  i9,  per^ 
haps,  just  possible  that  Matthew,  writing  for  Jews,  although  well 
aware  of  the  previous  circumstances,  may  not  have  given  them  a 
place  in  his  history,  but  made  the  birth  at  Bethlehem  the  pra« 
minent  point, — not  localising  what  took  place  before  if  (nor, 
we  would  add,  what  took  place  after  it).  How  Matthew,  a  Jew, 
a  native  probably  of  OalUee;  and  the  man  who  is  supposed  to 
have  been  sitting  at  the  receipt  of  custom,  at  Capernaum,  when 
Jesus  called  him,  could  have  been  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  Naza- 
reth had  been  the  residence  of  Joseph  and  Mary,  both  before 
and  after  the  birth  of  Jesus — ^how  an  apostle,  undertaking  to 
write  other  things  regarding  his  master,  of  more  importance, 
and  far  more  difficult  to  be  ascertained,  sfaotdd  "  write  under  the 
impression  that  Bethlehem  was  the  original  dwelling  place  of 
Joseph  and  Mary,''  is  what  we  cannot  comprehend,  and  what 
we  cannot  understand  a  commentator  like  Alford  firmly  believing, 
or  even  hypothetically  stating. 

The  fact  that  Matthew  wrote  for  Jews,  men  living  in  the 
very  region  where  the  events  happened,  throws  a  flood  of  light 
on  his  omissions,  and  on  the  difference  between  his  gospel  and 
Luke's.  And  many  are  the  difficulties,  regarding  facts  and  doc- 
trines, that  have  been  originated  in  the  later  ages  of  the  Church 
from  this  very  cause,  that  they  were  clear  as  light  in  the  eyes  of 
the  early  Christians,  so  clear  that  they  did  not  see  the  necessity 
of  speaking  about  them.  We  cannot  avoid  giving  stress  to  the 
inevitable  conclusion  that  Matthew  did  know  Nazareth  to  be  the 
home  of  Joseph  and  Mary,  and  that  this  knowledge  was  next  to 
universal  among  the  first  readers  of  Matthew's  gospel.  A  Jew, 
writing  for  Jews,  did  not  require  to  write,  and  could  not  write, 
like  a  Gentile  writing  for  Gentiles.  And  what  if  the  words,  ii^ 
T^v  otfclap,  in  Matt.  ii.  11  not  only  are  precisely  equivalent  to 
the  same  words  in  Matt.  viii.  6,  but  were  accounted  by  Matthew 
and  his  hearers  a  sufficient  indication  of  the  home  of  Mary? 
This,  however,  we  shall  again  return  to. 
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The  searching  inquiries  made  by  Herod  wlien  the  Magi  told 
of  the  star  they  had  seen  in  the  East^  and  the,  accurate  informa- 
tion he  received  in  consequence ;  together  with  the  deliberate 
selection^  by  that  tjrrant,  of  the  period  of  two  years  as  the  out- 
side boundary  to  the  blood  of  the  slaughtered  innocents^  consti- 
tute an  important  subject  of  reflexion  in  relation  to  the  difficult 
question  before  us.  He  acted  upon  the  information  given  him 
by  the  Magi.  The  sign  they  had  seen  they  saw  not  now^  other- 
-wiae  they  would  have  directed  Herod^s  attention  to  it,  (a  result 
specially  to  be  dreaded,  and  which  the  Divine  plan  prevented,) 
and  would  have  found  no  sufficient  reason  for  the  exquisite 
delight  they  manifested,  when  that  heavenly  sign  again  pre- 
sented itself  before  their  eyes.  It  is  by  no  means  necessary  to 
suppose  that,  immediately  on  leaving  Herod,  the  star  appeared. 
The  historical  narrative  constantly  brings  together  in  words 
what  may  have  been  widely  separated  in  time.  It  is  not  even 
so  probable  that  the  Magi  left  Jerusalem  on  a  mission  like 
theirs,  at  eventide,  as  at  an  earlier  hour.  Strangers  do  not 
choose  that  hour  to  set  out  on  their  journey  through  a  land  un- 
familiar to  them.  But  we  can  easily  imagine  that,  in  the  course 
of  their  journey,  the  day  drew  near  its  close,  and  they  saw  shin- 
ing like  a  jewel  on  the  mantle  of  evening  that  welcome  sign, 
which  led  the  way  to  him  who  is  '^  the  light  of  the  worid.*' 
According  to  the  view  which  we  are  endeavouring  to  establish, 
as  the  least  cumbered  with  difficulties,  they  may  either  have 
gone  to  Bethlehem  before  beholding  the  sign,  or  have  been 
diverted  from  Bethlehem  in  a  northerly  direction,  at  the  sight  of 
it.  If  they  went  to  Bethlehem,  and  searched  in  vain  for  him 
whose  birth  took  place  there;  they  would  again  leave  it  and 
follow  the  guidance  of  the  suddenly  reappearing  star;  and  the 
excessive  joy  they  displayed  at  its  reappearance,  would  corre- 
spond with  such  temporary  disappointment  as  they  had  just 
undergone.  No  one,  however,  can  appreciate  the  various  pro- 
babilities of  the  case,  who  has  not  by  careful  examination  of  the 
original,  and  by  the  laying  aside  of  all  mere  inferences,  not 
firmly  founded  on  Matthew's  words,  first  put  himself  in  the 
proper  position  of  an  impartial  judge. 

The  visit  of  the  Magi  to  Bethlehem  seems  so  accordant  with 
all  our  notions  of  saci^  history,  that  it  appears  almost  hete- 
rodox: wd  irrational  to  hint  anything  to  the  contrary.  But 
they  who  have  studied  the  Scriptures  most,  know  well  the  dif- 
ference between  the  truths  and  facts  thioy  declare,  a?id  the 
inferences  and  popular  notiops  that  have  been  founded  upon 
them.  They,  too,  know  the  difficulties  that  in  the  process  of 
time  have  ^ven  way  tp  faithful  criticism,  as  well  as  those  that 
yet  await  solution. 
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«^The  writer  of  this  article  may  be  wrong  in  his  view ;  bnt  no 
commentator  has  hitherto  reconciled  the  aoconnts  of  Luke  and 
Matthew ;  and  it  is  this  reconciliation  which  is  the  grand  object 
to  be  accomplished,  and  not  the  establishment  of  any  mere 
inference  or  &miliar  notion.  If  Bethlehem  was  the  place  at 
which  the  Magi  offered  their  gifts,  we  should  decidedly  prefer 
the  view  of  Epiphanius,  that  Mary  was  then  on  a  visit  to 
Bethlehem  at  a  period  considerably  alter  the  return  to  Na- 
zareth, mentioned  by  Luke.  For  it  is  impossible  to  avoid 
attaching  some  tangible  meaning  to  the  precise  period  adopted 
by  Herod,  as  a  limit  to  his  diabolical  and  never  to  be  forgotten 
cruelty.  The  Magi  may  have  occupied  a  considerable  time  in 
their  journey,  perhaps  even  several  months :  they  may  not  have 
set  out  at  once.  The  sign  may  have  aroused  their  attention 
before  any  special  revelation,  or  foundation  for  their  faith  may 
have  been  given  j  for,  in  the  Divine  plan,  attention  precedes 
faith.  At  the  same  time,  Balaam's  prophecy  of  the  star  that 
was  to  arise  out  of  Jacobs  and  the  sceptre  that  was  to  arise  out 
of  Israel ;  being  the  prophecy  of  one  who  had  no  relation  to  the 
Jewish  race  whatsoever,  shews  us  that  the  expectation  of  the 
Messiah,  in  times  nearer  to  his  coming,  may  all  the  more  pro- 
bably have  existed  among  some  who  were  neither  Jews  nor  of 
Jewish  extraction. 

Allowing,  then,  that  a  considerable  time  had  elapsed  between 
their  first  sight  of  the  star  and  their  interview  with  Herod 
(whether  they  set  out  at  once  to  Jerusalem,  or  delayed  till  they 
had  made  all  possible  inquiries,  and  pondered  long  and  seriously 
on  the  matter  in  their  own  country),  we  shall  suppose  that  they 
accurately  to]d  the  tyrant,  in  all  simplicity,  how  long  that  period 
was.  Now  we  can  hardly  suppose  that  it  was  less  than  a  year. 
Had  it  been  less,  even  Herod  would  have  hesitated  to  butcher 
innocent  children  of  a  much  greater  age  than  he  could  imi^ine 
needful  to  accomplish  his  horrible  purpose.  Nay  more,  Mat- 
thew expressly  says,  that  it  was  *'  accorfing  to  the  time  he  had 
particularly  ascertained  from  the  Magi,"  that  he  did  set  a  limit 
to  the  age  of  the  tender  little  ones  to  be  slaughtered  at  Beth- 
lehem. If  he  in  reality  slew  all  the  infants,  however  young,  as 
well  as  the  children  who  were  two  years  old,  we  may  form  this 
conclusion;  that  it  was  just  about  a  year  before  the  Magi  came 
to  Jerusalem  that  they  first  saw  the  star,  or  accounted  it  a  sign 
of  the  birth  having  taken  place ;  and  that  Herod  took  the  broad 
margin  of  a  year  on  each  side  of  the  point  of  time  they  men- 
tioned, the  n\ore  certainly  to  secure  his  purpose.  The  Magi  do 
seem  to  intimate  that  the  appearance  of  the  star,  or  a  certain 
stage  of  its  appearance,  was  to  them  a  sign  of  the  birth  having 
really  taken  place.     We  are  inclined,  however,  to  regard  th^ 


1857.]  The  Time  and  Place  of  its  Occurrence.  105 

fearc^ipm,  as  not  signifying  a  descent  to  the  child  of  a  few 
days  or  weeks  old,  because  indeed  Herod  probably  had  more 
than  one  point  of  time  to  guide  him,  if  the  sign  continued  in  sight 
for  a  considerable  period,  and  then  disappeared  from  the  eyes 
of  the  Magi.  In  this  view  we  should  interpret  tov  xpovov  T.^.a, 
as  the  time  during  which  the  star  appeared  to  them.  If  it  made 
its  appearance  previous  to  the  birth,  say  months  before  the  birth, 
and  (whatever  its  nature,  whether  planetary,  stellar,  or  meteoric, 
or  even  less  according  to  such  ordinary  phenomena),  went 
through  a  certain  ^circuit  or  series  of  motions,  we  can  see  how 
those  various  facts  might  give  Herod  various  data  for  the  plan* 
ning  of  his  dismal  project.  For  the  sake  merely  of  example, 
then,  we  shall  suppose  that  the  star  began  to  shine  very  nearly 
two  years  before  the  Magi  saw  Herod  at  Jerusalem,  and  that  it 
was  seen  by  them  for  the  greater  part  of  a  year,  or  even  for 
more  than  a  year;  Herod  in  consequence  would  select  that  pre- 
cise boundary  and  slay  all  the  children  from  two  years  old  down 
to  an  age  somewhat  under  one  year.  If  the  star  appeared  only 
eighteen  months  before  the  Magi  came,  we  must  suppose  that  he 
added  the  six  months  to  make  sure  of  his  victim ;  but  then, 
whatever  he  added  on  the  further  side,  he  would  probably  add 
on  the  nearer ;  and  this,  allowing  one  year  for  the  duration  of 
the  sign,  would  exhaust  the  whole  two  years  and  make  the 
slaughter  what  it  has  often  been  supposed,  a  slaughter  of  every 
child  in  Bethlehem  under  two  years  of  age.  Two  years,  un- 
doubtedly, was  the  outer  limit,  and  whether  the  inner  limit  was 
the  date  of  the  Magics  visit  or  several  months  previous  to  that, 
the  evident  result  of  aU  that  we  can  extract  from  the  circum- 
stance of  the  date  is  this ; — that  the  calculation  was  wondrotisly 
wide  of  the  marky  if  it  bore  reference  to  a  babe  of  only  one  or 
two  months  old,  which  it  mtist  have  done  if  the  visit  occurred 
soon  before  or  soon  after  the  presentation  in  the  temple.  But 
after  the  presentation,  that  is,  after  forty  days  and  the  time 
spent  in  Jerusalem  had  passed  by,  the  family  returned  to  Naza- 
reth. So  that  either  our  view  or  something  like  it  must  be 
adopted  at  once  to  allow  for  the  accuracy  of  Luke^s  account^ 
and  the  accuracy  of  the  date  given  by  the  Magi  to  Herod.  The 
two  years  are  most  unaccountable  in  relation  to  an  infant  of 
days,  or,  at  the  utmost,  of  a  month  or  two  old. 

The  words  in  Matt.  ii.  11  imply,  as  we  have  hinted  already, 
that  the  Magi  entered  the  home  of  Mary.  They  found  the  young 
child  with  his  mother.  They  fell  down  and  did  lowliest  homage 
to  him.  They  opened  their  treasures  and  presented  unto  him 
gifts,  gold,  and  frankincense,  and  myrrh.  This  was  a  different 
scene  altogether  from  that  in  which  the  shepherds  beheld  (uQt 
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the  ira^lop  but)  the  fipi^,  on  the  night  of  the  fairth^  or  the 
evening  of  the  day  on  which  it  had  ti&en  place.  Italian,  Oer- 
man^  and  other  artists  have  depicted  the  shepherds  also  as  pre* 
senting  presents ;  and  sometimes  they  have  given  the  babe  the 
appearance  of  being  very  much  older  than  a  few  hours.  This  is 
contrary  to  Scripture,  and  it  has  probably  been  occasioned  by  a 
confused  idea  of  the  two  separate  occasions,  which  were,  to  all 
appearance,  widely  distant  from  each  other;  and,  according  to 
our  view,  separated  by  at  least  a  year  and  more.  It  may  seem 
to  some  scarcely  worthy  of  attention,  that  the  use  of  the  pronoun, 
which  we  have  twice  put  in  italics,  above,  is  consistent  with  a 
considerably  greater  age  and  observation  than  belongs  to  ^'  an 
infant  of  days.''  It  is  of  importance,  however,  to  remember 
that  the  mind  of  the  child  Jesus  may  have  been  influenced,  in  a 
very  peculiar  manner,  by  the  incident  of  the  presence  of  the 
Magi,  their  homage  paid  to  him,  and  their  ofierings  placed  before 
him,  in  his  humble  home ;  if,  as  our  supposition  implies,  he  was 
between  one  and  two  years  of  age,  or  nearly  two,  at  the  time  of 
the  visit  of  the  Magi.  '^  In  sdl  things  it  behoved  him  to  be 
made  like  unto  his  brethren,  that  he  might  be  a  meroiM  and 
faithful  high  priest ;"  and  therefore  it  is,  that  the  consideration 
we  have  now  presented,  connected  as  it  is  with  the  early  dawn 
of  Self-Consciousness  in  the  Holy  Child,  is  one  not  to  be  lightly 
passed  over.  He  who  had  to  bear  pain  and  death  for  us  had 
also  to  bear  infancy  and  childhood,  as  well  as  the  later  periods 
of  his  humanity.  And  while  we  may  be  unaccustomed  to  think 
of  him  in  those  years,  when  yet  the  firequent  sweeping  gusts  and 
shadows  of  sorrow,  and  intimate  acquaintance  with  grirf,  had 
not  become  the  life  portion  of  his  Holy  Soul,  and  while  we  may 
feel  as  if  a  loss  of  the  dignity  we  attach  to  his  character  might 
be  the  result  of  thus  thinkmg  regarding  his  early  childhood,  it 
is  not  improbable  that  he  found  in  the  humble,  innocent,  sincere 
and  teachable  little  children  who  sought  his  blessing,  and  whom 
he  set  forth  as  types  of  what  the  spirit  of  man  must  again  be* 
come,  reminiscences  of  his  own  Holy  childhood  and  of  early 
companions  whom  he  loved.  The  visit  of  the  Magi  may  have 
been  one  of  the  memories  of  the  home  at  Nazareth,  recalled 
perhaps  at  times  by  Mary,  and  spoken  of  as  '^she  pondered  in  her 
heart  '^  the  destiny  of  Jesus ;  and,  in  the  Divine  plan,  that  visit 
may  have  had  an  influence  on  the  Holy  Child,  as  well  as  on  his 
parents. 

The  Magi  had  an  easier  way  of  returning  eastward  fipom  Qa^ 
lilee,  than  if  they  had  been  at  Bethlehem.  The  route  they  took 
however,  it  is  impossible  to  determine,  few  as  the  eastward 
routes  from  Palestine  happen  to  be.    They  must  surely  have 
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long  kept  the  memory  of ''  Jeans  of  Nazareth,  the  King  of  the 
Jews/^  In  the  eastern  land  they  sought,  his  gospel  may  have 
been  aD  the  more  gladly  received  in  i^r  years,  that  they  had 
thus  early  found  a  way  to  the  feet  of  one  who  was  to  destroy  the 
partition  wall  erected  between  Jews  and  GFentiles. 

The  gifts  of  the  Magi  may  have  been  of  great  use  to  the 
Holy  family,  now  suddenly  obliged  to  flee  from  the  wrath  of 
Herod,  and  to  dwell  in  a  strange  land — the  land  where  Israel 
was  in  captivity  as  an  infant  nation.  It  is  interesting  to  look 
on  the  track  taken  by  Joseph  in  the  flight  to  Egypt,  and  in  the 
return  from  it,  as  the  same  that  was  taken  by  the  Israelites, 
when  they  approached  the  promised  land.  Applicable  as  Mat- 
thew's prophetical  reference  is,  it  would  be  still  more  applicable 
in  this  case.  Thus  too,  the  feeling  in  the  mind  of  Joseph,  on 
his  return  into  "  the  land  of  Israel "  would  be  better  imderstood. 
For  there  was  a  passover  (according  to  Josephus)  soon  after  the 
death  of  Herod,  and  in  this  view  especially,  but  indeed  in  any 
view,  a  pious  man  like  Joseph  and  in  Joseph's  circumstances, 
would  have  a  longing  for  the  courts  of  God's  own  house,  and  for 
the  high  communion  there  enjoyed  with  ^'  the  strength  of  Is- 
rael." Before  approaching  the  banks  of  the  Jordan,  or  the 
vicinity  of  Jericho,  he  would  hear^  that  Archelaus  was  the  prince 
that  had  ascended  the  throne  and  was  reigning — at  least  over 
Judsea.  His  knowledge  of  the  man's  character,  or  the  reports 
prevalent  about  him,  made  him  afraid  to  go  to  that  place  which 
every  Jew,  that  had  been  absent  awhile  from  the  land  of  his 
fathers,  most  earnestly  desired  to  approach.  Instead,  therefore, 
of  passing  near  to  Jerusalem,  instead  of  setting  out  in  that 
direction  at  aU,  he  obeyed  the  Divine  monition  received  by  him, 
and  departed  or  withdrew  (from  the  place  where  he  heard  of 
Archelaus,  and  was  first  afraid  to  draw  near  to  Jerusalem)  in  the 
direction  of  Galilee.  In  our  translation  the  Greek  words  '^  not- 
withstanding ...  he  turned  aside  "  are  not  rendered  as  they  are 
in  other  parfcs  of  the  same  chapter  of  Matthew.  In  the  first 
place,  the  Sk  is  merely  the  historical  conjunction  and,  which  here 
links  the  successive  statements  of  Matthew's  condensed  and  sim- 
ple narrative  together.  In  the  second  place,  went  away,  retired, 
withdrew,  left  for,  departed,  is  a  truer  order  of  meanings  for 
avawpeto,  as  used  so  frequently  by  Matthew. 

In  marking  the  return  to  Nazareth,  the  evangelist  does  so 
with  a  degree  of  emphasis  that  has  often  been  misunderstood. 
But  to  those  who  observe  how  like  a  refrain  the  prophetical  allu- 
sions of  Matthew  are,  the  reason  will  be  clear. 

In  relation  to  '' Jesus"  and  "Emmanuel;"  to  "Bethlehem" 
and  "the  Governor  of  Israel ;"  to  "Egypt"  and  the  "call"  to 
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retam  from  Egypt;  to  the  Slaughter  of  the  Innocents  and        I 
"  Rachel  weeping''  at  "  Rama;''  we  see  successive  applications 
of  prophecy,  varying  in  their  suggestive  power;  some  of  them        i 
being  direct  fulfilments,  some  of  them  secondary,  and  serving  as        ' 
added  associations  around  circumstances  which  had  peculiar 
power  to  move  the  spirit  of  the  Jew.     How  some  names  and        I 
memories  in  our  own  history  as  a  nation  recur,  amid  the  new 
phases  of  our  national  life !  and  how  much  more  to  the  heart  of        i 
a  pious  Israelite  and  Christian  too,  did  the  harmony  of  the        ' 
Divine  plan  as  again  and  again  it  revealed  itself  in  successive 
eras,  and  with  a  reiterated  but  ever-deepening  significance,  come 
home  with  power  I 

The  family  were  now  to  dwell  for  a  long  time  at  Nazareth. 
Hitherto,  from  the  birth  of  Jesus,  according  to  the  view  we  have 
given,  first  Bethlehem,  then  Nazareth,  then  Egypt,  had  been  in 
succession  their  places  of  more  or  less  transient  abode ;  but  now 
Nazareth  is  to  be  the  place  of  permanent  residence  for  many 
years — ^the  place  where  the  tender  "  Branch  "  is  to  grow  up — 
and  a  place  most  admirably  named,  inasmuch  as  it  not  only  pro- 
tected his  early  childhood,  (Joseph  feeling  his  charge  was  safe 
there,  even  though  Archelaus  reigned  in  Judea,)  but  in  its 
name  and  character,  bore  a  resemblance  to  him  which  to  this 
day  is  testified  by  the  traveller.  "  It  is  one  peculiarity  of  the 
Galilean  hills,  as  distinct  from  those  of  Ephraim  and  Judah," 
says  a  very  recent  traveller,  "  that  they  contain  or  sustain  green 
basias  of  table-land  just  below  their  topmost  ridges.  .  .  .  Such 
was  Kedesh  Naphtali,  .  .  .  such  Dio-Caesarea  or  Sepphoris. 
But  such  above  all  is  Nazareth."  The  hills  appear  to  protect 
it  in  its  green  and  flowery  richness  from  intrusion.  Such  beauty 
hidden  among  the  hills;  such  tender  buds  and  shoots  as  it 
annually  displayed,  while  the  bare  undulating  mountain  line 
hemmed  it  all  around,  formed  an  apt  resemblance  to  him  who 
was  "  to  grow  up  as  a  tender  plant,  and  as  a  root  out  of  a  dry 
ground,'^  With  fitness,  therefore,  and  with  a  beauty  in  its 
application  too,  does  the  evangelist  note  emphatically  the  city 
called  Nazareth ;  while  at  the  same  time  he  refers  to  the  utter- 
ances of  different  prophets,  (not  of  one  only,  as  in  the  other 
cases  abeady  mentioned ;  utterances  familiar  to  all  who  have 
perused  the  prophets,)  which  variously  set  forth  the  Messiah  and 
the  Messiah's  progress,  as  '^a  rod  out  of  the  stem  of  Jesse;*  a 
tender  branch  (shoot  or  sucker)  out  of  his  roots;"  as  ^^a  tender* 

i  Isaiah  xi.  1.  The  central  passage  from  the  prophets ;  the  very  word  *iS3  heing 
here  used.    The  Septuagint  translates  iyOos. 

c  Here  again,  that  is  in  Ezekiel  xviL  22,  the  word  is  p3^,  suckeri  spront,  shoot,  as 
it  is  in  Hosea  xiv.  7.    It  occurs  in  Job  ziv.  7  in  the  Uke  sense. 
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twig  (shoot  or  sucker)  planted  on  a  high  mountain  and  eminent'* 
to  "  bring  forth  boughs  and  bear  fruit,  and  be  a  goodly  cedar/' 
under  which  shall  dwell  all  fowl  of  every  wing :  in  the  shadow 
of  the  branches  thereof  shall  they  dwell/'  (Our  Saviour  himself 
revives  the  Messianic  force  of  that  passage  in  the  parable  of  the 
grain  of  mustard  seed.)  The  beautiful  passage  from  Hosea  xiv. 
4 — ^9  is  of  the  same  nature.  And  so  is  the  term  in  the  well- 
remembered  fifty-third  chapter  of  Isaiah;  "He  shall  grow  up 
before  him  as  a  tender  plant ^^  and  as  a  root  out  of  a  dry  ground." 
What  the  character  of  Jesus  was  to  the  protected  and  beautiful 
table  land  among  the  hills  of  Nazareth,  the  illiberal  and  rude 
Galilean  peasantry,  especially  those  of  Nazareth,  were  to  the 
bare  hills  around.  As  the  bleak,  rocky  hiUs  rose  round  the 
green  enclosure,  so  were  the  rude  Nazarenes  aroimd  him  who 
grew  up  in  meek  holiness,  the  blessed  Son  of  the  Highest.  In- 
stead, therefore,  of  regarding  Matt.  ii.  23  as  a  difficulty  that  yet 
awaits  solution,*  we  believe  it  to  be  so  simple  and  clear  to  all 
who  have  pondered  over  the  prophetical  allusions  to  the  Messiah 
as  to  require  no  solution.  Isaiah  xi.  1  is  the  central  passage 
around  which  many  other  prophetical  allusions  richly  cluster ; 
and  the  use  of  various  Hebrew  words,  in  the  same  meaning, 
gives  added  instead  of  diminished  force  to  Isaiah  xi.  1.  The 
emphatic  reference  to  the  naming  of  Nazareth  and  the  naming  of 
the  Messiah — ^the  -sa — gives  the  force  Matthew  was  so  fitted  to 
perceive,  to  that  prophetic  burthen  with  which  he,  like  a  divine 
bard,  closes  again  and  again  his  separate  introductory  strains. 

But  we  must  allude,  in  conclusion,  to  the  baffled  cunning 
and  cruelty  of  Herod.  Bethlehem  was  very  near  Jerusalem; 
and  it  is  scarcely  to  be  imagined  that  no  trace  could  be  gleaned 
either  of  the  Magi,  or  of  the  Holy  Family  they  visited,  if  Beth- 
.  lehem  was  the  place  where  the  homage  was  paid.  The  non-ex- 
istence of  a  single  trace  (easily  accounted  for,  if  the  Magi  were 
led  to  Nazareth)  would  confound  and  enrage  the  cruel  tyrant, 
and  hence  the  slaughter  of  the  innocents,  in  and  around  Bethle- 
hem. If  Herod  could  have  afterwards  heard,  from  any  quarter, 
that  a  child  had  been  presented  in  the  temple,  of  whom  great 
things  were  prophesied,  he  would  have  set  his  bloodhounds  on 
the  track  to  Nazareth ;  but  the  cruel  tyrant  died  /  and  all  those 

^  The  Septuagint  has  Toi^iuv,  «  See  Alford  in  his  note  on  this  passage. 

/  It  is  a  fair  enough  ohjection  that  may  he  offered  in  the  first  instance  to  our  view, 
that  if  Bethlehem  with  its  environs  was  the  dangerous  district,  there  was  no  need  of 
the  flight  into  Egypt  from  Nazareth.  Suppose,  then,  that  while  yet  the  Holy  Family 
dwelt  at  Nazareth,  a  rumour  comes  floating  along  to  the  neighbourhood  in  which  they 
are  :  their  neighbours  hear  it,  speak  of  it,  and  begin  to'wonder  whose  family  Herod 
aimed  at.     There  is  a  report  that  certain  Magi  from  the  East,  who  went  to  seek  out 
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men  of  oonaequence  in  the  Jewish  nation  who  were  drnt  np  in 
the  Circus  to  be  put  to  the  sword,  in  obedience  to  his  dying 
commands,  escaped  a  slaughter  as  causeless  as  that  of  the  children 
at  Bethlehem  was. 

The  reason  of  Matthew's  silenoe  as  to  Nazareth,  in  the  first 
chapter  and  early  part  of  the  second,  is  additionally  evident,  when 
we  consider  not  only  what  has  been  said  in  the  course  of  these 
remarks,  but  also  the  main  current  ci  events  in  the  narrative 
that  occupies  the  whole  of  the  second  chapter.  The  retmm  to 
Nazaretii  is  the  closing  event.  The  prophetic  reference  to  Beth- 
lehem, and  the  slaughter  at  Bethlehem,  abs(dutely  demanded  the 
very  name  of  that  place  to  be  mentioned.  The  home  of  the 
family  was  well  known;  their  place  of  abode  in  Egypt — even  the 
district  of  it  in  which  they  dwelt^  is  not  alluded  to;  neither  iq^ 
pearing  needful  to  be  mentioned  in  the  current  of  a  narrative 
written  for  the  special  benefit  of  Jews.  But  the  silence  as  to  the 
name  Nazareth,  has  a  meaning,  when  its  intioduction  into  the 
text,  for  the  first  time,  in  relation  to  an  uninterrupted  residence 
there,  is  made  for  the  purpose  of  illustrating  the  accuracy  and 
the  beauty  of  the  ancient  prophetic  references  to  the  character 
and  office  of  the  Messiah. 

After  arriving  at  the  very  close  of  our  remarks  on  this  sub- 
ject, we  were  much  interested  in  finding  from  a  paper  in  this 
journal  for  July,  1854,  jffeviously  unnoticed  by  us,  that  the  v^ty 
view  we  have  been  trjdng  to  establish,  in  utter  ignorance  of  its 
having  been  maintained  before,  was  first  upheld  by  J.  Cr.  Frank 
in  his  Chronology  (Gottiiijgen,  1774),  namely,  "that  the  adora- 
tion of  the  Magi,  as  it  is  commonly  called,  took  place  not  ai 
Bethlehem  but  at  Nazareth" 

It  is  a  remarkable  corroboration  of  a  view  like  this,  when 
inquiries  conducted  independently,  combine  to  prove  its  truth. 

J.  L.  B. 


a  certain  child,  went  away  home  again  without  telling  Herod  where  they  found  the 
child,  or  whether  they  fonnd  him  at  all.  Is  it  not  evident  (supposing  Herod's  life 
prolonged,  and  Joseph  abiding  at  Nazareth  after  the  slaughter  at  Bethlehem),  that  no 
danger  could  have  been  greater  than  what,  in  that  case,  threatened  the  safe^  of  the 
holy  child  Jesus.  Nor  can  we  venture  to  say  how  vride  or  how  tiarrow  the  circle  of 
defence  is,  that  the  God  of  providence  may  desire  to  surround  his  children  virith  at 
a  given  period,  any  more  than  we  can  venture  to  affirm  that  Joseph  and  Mary  did  not 
need  to  be  iaught  the  inestimable  preciousness  of  the  charge  entrusted  to  their 
keeping. 
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ON  THE  WORD  HELLENIST,  WITH  ESPECIAL  BEFEBENCE 
TO  ACTS  XL  20. 

Haying  read  Principal  Kay^s  learned  and  concise  paper  on  this 
subject,  addressed  to  his  students  in  Cakutta^  and  re|»inted  in 
The  Journal  of  Sacred  Literature  for  January,  it  has  struck  us 
as  something  desirable  that  the  passage  which  he  has  under- 
taken to  elucidate  should  receive  a  little  fuller  discussion  than 
he  has  thought  convenient  to  give  it.  The  impression  left  on 
our  mind  by  the  reverend  gentleman's  observations  was^  that 
in  the  formation  of  his  opinions  he  had  scarcely  allowed  suffi- 
cient weight  to  those  considerations  which  had  led  other  scholars 
into  conclusions  differing  from  his  own.  The  question  in  debate 
is,  happily,  one  in  whicU  no  point  of  vital  interest  is  involved, 
and  may  therefore  be  handled  without  heat  of  controversy,  or 
imputation  of  improper  motive  on  either  side.  To  the  conclu- 
sion at  which  ot^rs  may  arrive  on  the  premises  which  we  now 
shall  supply,  we  must  be  allowed  to  profess  entire  indifference, 
beyond  the  sphere  of  the  interests  of  criticism.  Our  object  is, 
not  so  much  to  maintain  a  favourite  theory,  or  establish  a  pet 
reading,  as  to  put  on  record  more  fully  than  Mr.  Kay's  plan 
called  for,  the  evidence,  pro  and  eon,  on  the  subject  of  the 
readings '^JSWi;]/  or  ^BWrfviarif;,  in  the  classical  passage  of  Acts 
xi.  20.  As  we  cannot  do  better  than  follow  the  method  which 
he  has  himself  pursued,  we  shall  take  a  review  of — I.  The  Manu- 
scripts. II.  The  Versions.  III.  The  Fathers:  and  IV.  The 
Editions.  A  consideration  of  the  comparative  suitableness  of 
the  two  terms  in  the  exegesis  of  the  passage  itself  will  naturally 
and  appropriately  close  the  discussion. 

The  texts  of  the  New  Testament  which  furnish  the  data  of 
our  disquisition,  and  our  only  ground  of  decision,  are  the  three 
which  follow ;  in  all  of  which  the  word  Hellenist  is*  supposed  to 
occur.  We  quote  them  at  large,  because  it  is  more  convenient 
to  have  them  directly  before  the  eye  than  to  be  obliged  to  turn 
them  up  one  after  another  as  occasion  might  call  for  them. 

Acts  vi.  1. — 'JEi/  Se  Ta2<;  fjiMepat^  ravrav;  ifKr^Ovvovrcov  r&v 
fiaJd^&v,  hyivero  yoyyva-fib^  TflN  'EAAHNISTflN  tt/oo?  toi)? 
^Efipalov^s  OTt  TrapeOeoDpovvTO  iv  t0  SiaKovla  rfj  KaOrjfiepcv^  al 
'X^ipab  avr&v. 

Acts  ix.  29.— "EXdXec  re  /cat  awe^iJTei  7rpo9  TOTS  "EAAH- 
NISTAS'  ol  he  iirexjBipovp  axnov  dpeKeiv* 

Acts  xi.  20. — ^Ha-av  Se  rive^  i^  axn&v  avSpe^  KvTrpiot  koX 
KvpTp/ahi,  oiriv€^  eureKdovre^  eh  ^AvTL&xeiaVt  ikoKow  irpo^ 
TOTS  'EAAHNISTAS  eiwyyeTu^ofievoc  rbv  Kvpiov  "Irjaovv. 
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On  this  Uwt  onr  obaenrationa  will  chiefly  concentre. 

A.    The  Manuscripts. 

We  first  adduce  the  readings  of  the  passage  furnished  by  the 
Manuscripts ;  and  of  these  the  great  Alexandrian  Codex  A^  and 
the  Cambridge  Codex  D,  both  of  the  most  venerable  antiquity^ 
say  the  fifth  and  sixth  centuries^  read  "BlXKrjvai;  in  Acts  xi.  20. 
The  text  indeed  of  the  Codex  D,  as  printed  by  Kipling,  presents 
the  word  'EXKrfvurrd^,  but  in  his  appendix  he  gives" EWrfvcu:  as 
a  variation,  declaring  his  inability  to  decide  which  is  the  earlier 
word  in  the  Manuscript :  "  Dubito  an  correctionea  in  hoc  pagind 
(734)  vestusta  sint  necne  ;--^EWriva^  a  librario" 

We  present  our  readers  with  his  text : — 

HSAN  A£  TINES  EM  AYTQN  ANAPE2  KYIIPIOI 

KAI  KYPHNAIOI 

01TINE2  EAeONTES  E12  ANTIOXEIAN 

EAAAOYN  nPOS  TOYS  EAAHNI2TA2 

EYArrEAlZOMENOI  TON  KN  IHN  XPN. 

ERANT  AUTEM  QUIDAM  EX  IPSIS  VIKI  CYPRII 

ET  CYEENENSES 

QUI  CUM  VENISSENT  ANTIOCHIAM 

LOQUEBANTUR  CUM^  CBAE0OS_r«c; 

EVANGELIZARE  DNM  IHM  CHRM. 

Assuming  then  that  D,  as  there  is  reason  for  believing,  read 
Hellene  and  not  Hellenist  at  first  hand,  we  have  to  oppose  to  the 
aforenai:ned  two  MSS.  the  authority  of  the  Vatican  Uncial  MS. 
B,  one  of  the  same  high  class,  and  claiming,  perhaps  justly,  a 
higher  antiquity  than  the  Alexandrian,  but  unfortunately  never 
yet  collated  with  fulness  and  accuracy. 

But  while  we  argue,  in  the  absence  of  rebutting  evidence,  as 
if  the  Codex  B  reads  'EWn^viard^j  we  must  be  allowed  to  say 
that  we  think  that  report  open  to  serious  doubt,  when  so  distin- 
guished a  student  of  the  sacred  text  as  Dr.  Tregelles,  and  so 
cautious  a  critic,  expresses  his  surmise  that  it  reads  otherwise,  in 
terms  so  strong  as  these ;  we  quote  from  a  private  communica- 
tion : — ''  I  have  no  note  of  the  place  (Acts  xi.  20)  as  to  the  read- 
ing of  the  Vatican  MS.,  but  I  do  not  doubt  that  it  will  be  found 
to  be  EAAHNICra^,  i,  e.,  "EWrjva^;  a  prim^  manu ;  ^EXKrjvur- 
r6s  a  correctore."  Contenting  ourselves  with  hinting  the  doubt, 
yet  arguing  as  if  the  reading  were  ascertained  to  be  what  it  is 
commonly  represented,  we  have  thus  four  Uncial  MSS.  of  first 
rate  value  in  biblical  criticism, — the  Codices  A,  B,  C,  D ;  and 
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of  these  the  fragmentary  C  is  defective  in  the  passage  in  debate^ 
while  two  speak  out  in  favour  of  Hellene,  and  one  is  alleged  to 
exhibit  Hellenist  as  the  reading.  E,  G,  H^  are  declared,  in  like 
manner,  to  support  the  received  reading ;  and  something  like 
two  hundred  cursive  MSS.  do  the  same,  assuming,  as  we  are 
obliged  to  do,  that  all  these  have  been  examined  for  the  purpose, 
and  that  their  testimony  has  been  conclusively  ascertained.  But 
while  the  testimony  of  these  last  is  not  to  be  overlooked  as  con- 
firmatory evidence  of  a  current  lection,  few  persons  of  intelli- 
gence would  appeal  to  the  majority  of  cursive  MSS.  as  having 
any  independent  authority,  the  mass  of  such  MSS.  being  of 
comparatively  recent  date.  We  do  not  by  this  sentence  intend 
to  denude  the  cursive  documents  of  their  entire  reputation  and 
worth,  for  we  believe  that  minusculous  and  majusculous  alpha- 
bets were  simultaneously  in  use  at  all  periods,  but  merely  to 
characterize  with  some  approximation  to  correctness  the  two 
sets  of  MSS.  challenging  our  appreciation.  An  uncial  might  be 
more  recent,  and  a  cursive  more  antique,  according  to  our  solid 
belief;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  it  is  usually  admitted  that  the  un^ 
cials  A,  B,  and  D,  exceed  by  some  centuries  the  date  of  the 
existing  small-letter  MSS.  So  far  then  the  case  stands  thus : — 
two  of  the  very  oldest  Greek  MSS.  TeBd^EWrjvaf;,  and  the  only 
other  one  of  equal  authority  with  these  reads  'EXKrjviaTd^.  To 
the  last  we  must  add  the  authority  of  three  other  uncials  of  du- 
bious antiquity,  and  a  numerous  host  of  cursives,  if  their  read- 
ing may  be  relied  on.  But  if  these  last — the  cursives-^are  noto- 
riously recent — say  from  the  eighth  century  downwards,  they 
add  little  strength  to  the  reading  ^EXKrjvta-rdf;,  as  they  only 
prove  it  from  accident  or  design  to  be  current  in  the  mediaeval 
Churches,  and  generally  received :  whereas  we,  on  the  contrary, 
are  able  to  shew  that  in  the  earlier  Church — say  that  of  the 
fifth  or  sixth  century,  the  other  reading  had  acceptance  likewise. 
We  fancy  we  can  go  further  back  than  this  on  the  evidence  of 
the  oldest  versions  of  the  Greek  Scriptures,  but  that  topic  must 
be  left  for  consideration  a  little  further  on.  We  can  by  no 
means  acquiesce  in  the  conclusion  of  Mr.  Kay,  that  the  balance 
of  MSS.  "is  most  decidedly  in  favour  of  the  received  text  in  any 
case.''  The  credit  of  Codex  D  is  aflTected  by  nothing  which  he 
advances.  Nor  can  we  consent  to  his  position,  whereby  he 
would  discredit  the  evidence  of  A,  viz.,  that  a  supposed  blunder 
of  that  MS.  at  ix.  29  necessarily  neutralizes  its  testimony  at  xi. 
20.  At  the  most,  as  we  shall  take  occasion  to  shew  elsewhere, 
that  supposed  blunder  may  avail  to  throw  suspicion  upon  its 
later  reading,  but  not  to  decide  point  blank  against  it.  In  thei 
two  allegations  which  follow,  Mr.  Kay,  we  conceive,  has  left 
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oat  of  view  certain  elements  which  might  have  modified  his 
conclusions: — 1.  The  reading  "EXXqua^,  he  says,  being  easier, 
etc.,  one  can  more  easily  account  for  its  supplanting  'EXKtjvur- 
rd^  in  a  few  MSS.,  than  for  ^EWtpfioTd^  supplanting  it.  The 
fact  seems  to  be  that  the  reading,  'EXKTp/iara^,  crept  into  the 
text  from  the  other  passages  in  which  that  word  occurs,  in  a 
▼ery  early  period  of  the  Church's  literature,  and  was  thus  pro- 
pagated downwards  in  its  documents.  Yet  two  very  venerable 
MSS.  still  remain  to  shew  that  concurrently  with  this  depravation 
of  the  text,  there  was  another  reading,  most  likely  the  pure  and 
true  one,  claiming  all  the  while  the  acceptance  of  the  Church. 

2.  The  Alexandrian  MS.,  it  is  next  argued,  reads ''J^\i7m9 
in  Acts  ix.,  where  it  is  allowed  by  all  editors  to  be  incorrect. 
We  personally  do  not  concede  that  ''BWtfva^,  interpreted  as  we 
should  interpret  it,  would  be  wrong  in  that  connexion,  although 
we  admit  it  to  be  without  reliable  MS.  authority;  but  even  were 
we  to  allow  all  the  weight  to  this  circumstance  which  it  may 
fairly  claim,  it  will  only  amount  to  this, — that  the  transcriber  of 
the  Codex  A,  familiar  with  both  words,  inasmuch  as  both  existed 
in  the  more  ancient  MS.  before  him,  nevertheless,  either  from 
conscientiousness  copied  the  "EXXf^va^s  of  his  exemplar  in  the  two 
passages  in  chapters  ix.  and  xi.,  or  for  critical  reasons  altered 
one  or  both,  or  through  carelessness  mistook  them.  But  the 
same  possibilities  apply  to  the  transcribers  of  every  word  of  every 
other  MS.,  even  those  on  the  fidelity  of  which  Mr.  Kay  relies. 
We  put,  therefore,  designed  alteration  out  of  the  question,  dis- 
pense with  reliance  on  an  original  faithfully  copied  in  its  faults, 
and  aver  of  even  a  conceded  erroneous  reading  in  ix.  29,  that  it 
by  no  means  invalidates  a  presumed  correct  reading  in  xi.  20. 
So  long  as  the  lection  ix.  29  may  be  regarded  as  an  honest  tran- 
script of  an  earlier  document,  which  may  itself  be  wrong  there; 
or,  waiving  that  ground  of  defence,  so  long  as  it  may  be  conjec- 
tured to  be  a  natural  blunder  arising  from  the  similarity  of  the 
words,  this  blunder  is  of  no  avail  in  damaging  the  credit  of  xi. 
20,  where  the  slumbering  faculties  of  the  copyist  may  have  been 
wide  awake.  But  we  intend  employing  this  argument  again, 
and  shall  dispense  with  its  further  employment  now. 

B.     Versions. 

The  testimony  of  versions,  where  it  caii  be  relied  on  from  a 
large  collation  of  the  MSS.  of  each,  is  very  important  as  giving 
us  the  reading  of  their  period,  such  as  it  was  understood  by  the 
translator  of  the  original  text.  But  the  versions  which  have 
found  their  way  into  print,  while  of  presumable  correctness, 
have  for  very  obvious  reasons,  been  formed  from  the  most  scanty 
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collation  of  Codices^  and  are  more  satisfactory  fpr  the  purposes 
of  the  general  reader  than  for  those  of  the  critic.  Nevertheless, 
a  very  old  and  trustworthy  MS.  of  a  notoriously  ancient  version 
has  an  ascertainable  and  most  important  value, — such  as  may 
even  in  some  cases  exceed  that  of  our  oldest  Greek  or  Hebrew 
text. 

We  are  not  aware  that  Tischendorf  and  Alford  have  added 
materially  to  the  array  of  ancient  versions  in  favour  of  ''EWr)va^, 
beyond  the  list  of  Griesbach.  They  are,  in  sum,  the  Syriac, 
Arabic,  -^thiopic,  Coptic,  and  Vulgate.  The  readings  of  these, 
according  to  the  London  Polyglott,  are  as  follows  : — 

The  Syriac 
reads,  in  Acts  vi.  1  and  xi.  20,  |LjcLi^  yautioye,  loniam  or  Greeks; 
but  in  the  intermediate  passage,  oooi  ^ J"?  r-^-^l  t?®^ 
Z.pQ^^  ihudoye  ailen  dPybdin  wau  yaunoith,  "  the  Jews  who  knew 

Greek.^' 

The  Eharklensian  Syriac  reads  Greeks  in  all  the  three  pas- 
sages, and  thus  difiTers  from  the  Peshito  in  ix.  29. 

Tlie  translator  therefore,  it  is  presumed  meant  to  mark  a 
distinction  of  class  between  the  Hellenes  of  the  first  and  last  pas- 
sage, and  the  Jews  who  spoke  Greek  of  the  second.  The  read- 
ing of  this  ancient  translation  is  thus  very  important,  naturally 
much  more  so  than  that  of  those  versions  which  have  a  uniform 
reading  in  the  three  passages. 

The  Arabic,  vnth  the  JEthiopic  and  Coptic, 

I  am  enabled  to  cite  through  the  courtesy  of  W.  Wright,  Esq., 

Professor  of  Oriental  Literature  in  Trinity  CoUege,  Dublin. 
In  the  Arabic,  in  all  the  passages,  ytmayyina,  ''the  Greeks.^' 
In  the  -Sthiopic,  "  those  who  (were)  of  the  Greeks''  (Acts  vi. 

1).     In  Acts  ix.  29,  "  with  the  nations  and  the  Greeks.''     In 

Acts  xi.  20,  "  with  the  Greeks." 

The  Arabic  texts  of  Walton,  of  the  Roman  edition  of  1591, 

and  of  Erpenius,  exhibit  the  reading,  Greeks. 

The  Coptic,  Memphitic,  and  Sahidic. 
The  Coptic  has  everywhere  ltIOY6lItIIt,  nUmeinin,  lonians 
or  Greeks.     Wilkins  trwaslates  the  several  passages  thus  : 
vi.  1,  "  Murmur  Grsecorum  et  Hebrseorum." 
ix.  29,  (28)  "EtdisputabatcumGrsecis." 
xi.  20,  "  Isti  venemnt  in  Antiochiam,  loquebantur  cum  Grae- 
cis." 

i2 
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7%«  Vulgaie,  Sabatier. 

▼i.  1.  Veriio  Aniima  (ex MS.  Laud.)  ''Facta  est  murmu- 
ratio  Onecoram  ad  Hebneos.'^ 

In  the  Notes  to  the  Versio  Antigua  (MS.  Cantabr.)  "  Facta 
est  murmluratio  qtue  ex  Onecis  erant  adversus  Hebneos/' 

Vuljf.  1590.  "  Factum  est  murmur  Orsecorum  adversus  He- 
braeos.'' 

Vulg.  Nova.  ''Factum  est  murmur  Orsecorum  adversus 
Hebraeos.*' 

ix.  29. — V.  Ani.  "Loquebatur  quoque  et  conferebat  ad 
GrsBCOS." 

Ed.  1590  (ver.  27).  "Loquebatur  quoque  gentibus  et  dispu- 
tabat  cum  Ghrsecis.'' 

Vulff.  N.  "  Loquebatur  quoque  gentibus  et  disputabat  com 
Graecis.'^ 

xi.  20. — V.  Ant.    "  Loquebantur  ad  Gr»cos.'' 

Ed.  1590  (ver.  17).     "  Loquebantur  et  ad  Grseoos.'' 

Vulff.  N.    "  Loquebantur  et  ad  Grsecos.^' 

In  the  notes  to  the  Vers.  Ant.  (MS.  Cantabr.)  "Loque- 
bantur cum  Grsecos.'^ 

In  Blanchini's  Vindicia  Canonicarum  Scripturarum.  Rom.^ 
1740^  there  is  a  various  lection :  Act.  ix.  29,  Gentibus ;  {deest 
in  cod.)  h.  e.,  Codex  Gothicus,  "  E  bibliothecd  Toletanse  eccle- 
sise  Vidgatse  editionis  manuscriptum  pervetustum  exemplar,  li- 
teris  Gothicis  exaratum.^' 

It  will  add  nothing  to  the  weight  of  the  evidence  to  adduce 
the  version  of  CasteUio,  but  it  may  interest  to  see  how  com- 
pletely he  adopts  the  reading  '  Hellene/  in  the  passage  before 
us. 

vi.  1.  "  Per  eos  dies  cresoente  discipulorum  numero,  extitit 
Grsecanicorum  adversus  Hebrseos  fremitus,  quod  eorum  viduae 
in  quotidiano  ministerio  praetermitterentur.'^ 

ix.  29.  "  Ita  Saulus  cum  eis  Hierosolymae  obversari,  et  in 
Domini  lesu  nomine  libere  loqui,  ac  cum  Graecanicis  colloqui 
atque  contendere.*^ 

xi.  20.  "  Erant  autem  quidam  ex  eis  homines  Cyprii  et  Cy- 
renenses,  qui  Antiochiam  ingressi,  loquebantur  cum  Graecis, 
Dominum  lesum  nundantes.*' 


C.     The  Fathers. 

At  the  head  of  these  we  put  Chrysostom,  Homily  xiv..  Text., 
'EWrjviaTtov. — Commentary :  'EXKrfvurrcl,^  Si  ol/mi  KoKeiv,  row 
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^BWrfviarl  ^effOfiAvovr  oirot  yctp  'EXKtjvujtI  SieXiyovTo  *JB- 
fipeuot  Sme^. 

Horn,  xxi.,  Text.  'EXKrfvcaTtk. — Comm. :  'EXXrfvia-Ta<:  rov^ 
JSkXT^viarl  (fiOerfyo/jLivov^  X^er  /cal  tovto  (Tff>6ipa  aoSw.  'Ekci- 
VOL  yap  ol  oKkoi  ovSk  IBeiv  avrov  fjOiK'qaav  oi  fiadei^  Efipaloc, 

Horn.  XXV.,  Text.  'BWijvurrd<:, — Comm. :  ^'Ooa,  ^EXKrja-iv  eu- 
arfi^KVCjavroL.  ^Eiiob^i  yhp  avroih  re  Xoittop  elcevcu  ^EWrjvLOTl 
/cat  €v  *AvTio^€la  roiovrov^  etvcu  ttoXXo^. 

The  passage  in  Chrysostom  is  thus  introduced; — 

"  Speaking  to  none  hut  to  the  Jetoa,  Thou  seest  how  all  those  things 
which  happened  concerning  Coraelius  bore  the  character  of  a  dispensation 
[olKovofiiK&^l^  for  this  was  designed  for  the  defence  of  Christ  and  the  con- 
demnation of  the  Jews.  When  then  Stephen  was  killed,  when  Paul  was 
twice  in  danger  of  his  life,  when  the  apostles  were  scourged,  when  many 
times  they  had  to  hide  themselves,  then  the  Gentiles  were  received,  then 
the  Samaritans.  But  Paul  cries  out,  saying.  It  was  necessary  that  the 
word  of  God  should  first  be  spoken  to  you  ;  but  since  ye  have  refected  it, 
and  have  thought  yourselves  not  worthy,  lo,  toe  turn  to  the  Oentiles.  They 
made  circuits  therefore,  preaching  to  the  Gentiles,  jind  there  were  cer- 
tain of  them  men  of  Cyprus,  who,  when  they  came  to  Antioch,  spake  to  the 
Hellenists,  preaching  the  Lord  Jesus,  And  the  hand  of  the  Lord  was  with 
them,  and  a  great  number  believing,  turned  unto  the  Lord  Jesus ;  opa' 
*E\X'^(Tiv  evcLTft^eKiXovrai,  cticos  70/3  avTovs  re  \017rop  el^voi  'EWiyveo'Ti, 
Kal  iv  'Ai/Ttoxe/a  toaovtovs  eivai  iroWom," 

Theophylact 

is  but  an  echo  of  Chrysostom^  adopting  his  phraseology  almost 
verbatim.     We  only  quote  him  on  Acts  xi.  20 ; — 

' EKKTivtari^  hk  Xeye*  ;  ?<rG)9  Sfc<i  to  fir^  elSivai  avrov^  'E/Spaurrl, 
''EXKrjva^  avToif<i  eKoKovv* 

(Ecumeniua 

is  to  the  same  effect^  and  in  almost  the  same  words  as  Chrysos- 
tom and  Theophylact.    We  adduce  in  proof  on  xi.  20  : — 

(xvi.)  IT/)09  T0U9  ^EKKrivund^, — Comm.,  *'I<7G)9  StA  to  firj  eU 
Sivcu  ^ElSpaloTi,  "EXKrjva^  avroif^;  iic£Kovv. 

Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  the  testimony  of  these  three  Greek 
fathers  virtually  reduces  itself  to  one — Chrysostom.  That 
Chrysostom  read  ^ EKKrivioTa/;  is  unquestionable^  so  that  every 
MS.  of  that  Greek  father  which  exhibits  this  lection  in  the 
text  is  an  evidence  in  favour  of  that  word.  But  if  we  look  at 
the  exclamation  with  which  Chrysostom  prefaces  his  comment, 
as  inviting  special  attention  to  a  new  phase  of  evangelism  opa, 
^EXKriaiv  evarfyeXl^ovrar  we  might  venture  to  infer  that  he  meant 
to  include  the  Gentiles  amongst,  the  subjects  of  the  emigrant 
evangelists^  cares.    Whether  what  follows  can  b^  supposed  to 


118  On  the  ward  Hdkni$t,  [April, 

confine  it  to  Oreek-apeaking  Jews,  or  may  be  meant  to  imply 
that  of  the  Syrian  OentUes  in  that  dty  there  most  have  been  a 
Greek-speaking  class  entitled  therefrom  to  the  name  of  Greeks^ 
we  will  not  say.  The  *loP  oi  the  preacher,  together  with  his  in- 
troductory observations,  would  seem  to  indicate  Crentiles  exclu- 
sively,  or  to  a  large  amonnt.  Theophylact  and  CEcumenius,  we 
think,  must  be  given  up ;  so  that  if  no  other  good  follow  the 
composition  of  this  paper,  it  may  at  least  have  the  effect  of 
narrowing  the  grounds  of  decision,  and  of  thus  making  a 
satisfactory  conclusion  more  easily  arrived  at. 

Eusebiu9 

reads  thus,  in  his  Ecclenctatical  History ^  ii.,  3,  "E^y^vwi,  Euse- 
biua  is  most  dear,  for  he  classes  the  converts  at  Antioch  along 
with  Cornelius  of  Csesareai,  who  was  doubtless  a  Latin  Gentile 
by  extraction, 

fjiiiny;  S0v7f,  Kat  irpwrov  fiiy  icariL  riftf  r&v  irtiKaumv&v  Kaia-a- 
p€iav.  KopfinfXlov  ai>y  SXm  roy  otxtp  Be  hn^vela^  S^unipas 
irrrovpyla^  re  IHrpov,  ri)V  €W  rov  Xpurrov  irUmv  KaraZe^afjbkvov, 
irKeioTtdv  re  teal  SKXodv  iw  *AvTuy)(ela^  ^EKKrjvtov,  oh  oi  Kark 
rov  rov  Sr€<j)dvov  SicDyfibv  Suunrapevre^  iicripv^av,  cLvOovarj^  apri 
teal  TrXfjOvoiHTT}^  rrj^  Karh  *AvrLO)(€uiv  iKickqala^y  iv  raunp  re 
hnirapovrtov  ifKeUrrmv  So-gdv  r&v  re  dirb  ^lepoaoKvfjmv  irpo^yq^&v, 
/cal  aw  avroh  Bapvd8a  kclL  Tlavlsjovy  erepov  re  ttXijOov^  irrl  rov- 
T0^9  *ASe\ff>&v,  fi  Xpt<mav&v  Trpocrjyopia  rore  irp&rov  avrodL 
&<r7T€p  dir  evOoKov^  koI  yoplfiov  7^9  dvahlZorm^ 

"  But  the  grace  of  God  being  now  poured  out  upon  the  rest  oi  tlie 
nations,  and  Cornelius  witli  all  his  house  having  first  received  the  faith  of 
Christ  in  Csesarea  of  Palestine  through  a  divine  vision  and  the  ministry  of 
Peter,  many  others  also,  Greeks  of  Antioch,  to  whom  those  who  were 
scattered  abroad  on  the  persecution  of  Stephen  preached,  having  done  the 
same,  the  Church  at  Antioch  now  flourishing  and  abounding  in  members, 
a  great  number  of  preachers  also  coming  to  Uie  same  place  from  Jerusalem, 
amongst  whom  were  Barnabas  and  Paul,  and  a  multitude  of  brethren 
besides,  the  name  of  Christians  then  first  sprung  up  there  as  from  a  grate- 
ful and  generous  [natural]  soil  [spring]. 

For  the  word  7^9  in  the  Greek  quotation  Heinichen  of  Leip- 
zig, in  his  edition  of  1828,  prefers  Trr/yfj^,  which  is  the  reading 
of  Savile,  the  Codex  Mazarinseus,  the  C.  Fuketianus,  and  the  Me- 
dicaean.  This  seems  to  have  been  the  reading  of  Bufinus,  from 
his  version  which  reads  thus :  "  Ibi  primum  disdpuli  veluti  pe- 
renni  fonte  sumpto  vocabulo  appellati  sunt  Christiam,*^  On  this 
Heinichen  suggests  the  slight  verbal  emendation  of  velut  e  pe- 
renniy   to  accord  with  the  Greek  &<nrep  dir,     Stroth,  in  his 
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German  translation^  reads  7^77^9;  but  Stephens  prints  7^9  from 
the  Codex  Begins. 

But,  whichsoever  of  these  readings  be  adopted,  there  is  not  the 
slightest  suspicion  hinted  that  the  name  of  Christian  was  indi- 
cative of  discredit,  when  first  bestowed,  while  the  two  generous 
adjectives  combined  with  the  word  absolutely  forbid  such  a  sus- 
picion. The  testimony  of  Tertullian,  quoted  by  Ensebius  in  the 
chapter  directly  preceding,  conducts  to  the  safme  conclusion, 
that  the  designation  was  not  one  of  reproach. 

Ti/Sepuy;  oiv  i^'  o5  rd  r&v  Xpumav&v  6vo/ia  €t9  rbv  /c6<r/jLov 
eKrjXvdev,  arf^eXBivTfy;  avr^  ck  HaXavarlvq^  rou  Boyfutro^  tovtov 
€V0a  irp&nrov  ffp^aro,  rp  avyfe\i]T^  dy€KOiv<oararro,  &7\o^  &p  hKeU 
poi^,  <»9  T^  Boy/MiTi  dpeo-Kerai, 

"Tiberius,  therefore,  during  whose  reign  the  name  of  Christians 
originated  when  this  doctrine  was  announced  to  him  from  Palestine  where 
it  first  took  rise,  communicated  it  to  the  senate,  appearing  to  them  well 
pleased  with  that  doctrine." 

And  although  this  passage  does  not  fairly  represent  the  words 
of  Tertullian  as  given  by  Rufinus,  which  lay  stress  upon  the 
miracles  reported  to  Tiberius  from  Palestine,  the  spirit  of  the 
passage  is  the  same.  Bufinus  presents  Tertullian^s  meaning 
thus  :  ^^  Adnuntiata  sibi  ex  Syrid  Palastind  qua  illie  veritaiem 
istitis  divinitatis  revelaverunt,  detulit  ad  senatumP  What  these 
miracles  were  is  stated  at  the  beginning  of  this  chapter,  wherein 
Pilate  is  declared  to  have  reported  to  the  Emperor. — ra  Trepl  rrj^ 
ix  pi/cpayv  dvaarda-eeof;  tov  a-eorrjpo^  rjfi&v,  I.  X.  The  favour  with 
which  Tiberius  is  said,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  to  have  re- 
garded Christ  and  his  followers  is  inconsistent  with  reprobation 
of  the  name.  With  this  accords  the  testimony  of  Chrysostom 
who  finds  the  reason  in  the  Gentile  character  of  the  Church 
which  was  formed  during  PauFs  lengthened  sojourn  at  Antioch; 
ovTft)9  Blcl  rovTo  ip  *AvTto)(ela  i'Xp^p^cLTlaOrjaap  KCbKeiaQai  Xpca-" 
riapOL,  OTL  IIav\o<;  ip  Tavrrj  Toaovrop  Sierpiyjre  'xpopop. 

But  in  these  observations,  which  naturally  spring  out  of  the 
text  of  Eusebius,  we  anticipate  a  topic  which  will  present  itself 
hereafter. 

D,    The  Editions. 

a.  The  very  first,  the  Prmcqpa  of  Erasmus,  Baisle,  1516,  reads 
Hellenist  throughout. 

It  may  interest  to  have  his  annotations  on  the  passages. 

vi.  1.  ^^Nonest*'EXX^w»v,  sed  'EXK/tfPttrr&i^^  Hdlinistarum, 
ut  facttonem  etiam  sonet,  non  tantum  nationem. 

ix.  29.  "  SvP€^€L  TTpoq  T(n>^  ' BXXTfPurtd^."   Disputabat  ad- 
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versus  Oneoos.  Rursus  usns  est  verbo  HeUenistse,  ceu&ctionem 
indicans.  Cseterum  illud  quod  prsecessit,  cum  gentibus,  in 
Orsecis  codieibus  nou  inTenio. 

On  xi.  20,  Erasmus  has  nothing. 

b.  Wetstein  agrees  with  Erasmus  and  the  Textus  Recephu. 
At  the  end  of  his  long  note  on  the  word  HeUeuist,  vi.  1,  he  says: 
"  'EiXKqvurral  ergo  sunt  qui  religione  quidem  Judsei,  sed  inter 
GrsBCOs  educati,  et  linguae  et  dogmatum  peritiam  erant  oon- 
secuti/' 

Under  ix.  29,  he  quotes  the  various  reading  ""EXXi/va?  with 
the  authorities  A.  Versio,  Copt,,  Ethiop.,  Arab. 

xi.  20.  Var.,  "EWffva^,  A,  D,  a  prim&  manu.  Versio  Vulg., 
Syr.,  Copt.,  Arab.,  jEthiop.,  Eusebius  (H.  E.,  ii.  8) .  Chrysostomus, 
(Ecumenius,  probante  /.  Clerico,  H.  Grotto,  J.  A.  Bengelio  (in 
Gnom.J,  J.  Ufserio,  T.  Beza.  J.  Drusio. 

c.  From  Oriesbach  downwards  most  modem  editors,  including 
Scholz,  Lachmann,  Tischendorf,  and  Alford,  prefer  and  adopt 
the  reading  ''BSWrfva^  in  Acts  xi.  20,  assigning  precisely  iden- 
tical reasons.  The  older  editions  which  were  notoriously  formed 
from  a  few  manuscripts  of  no  great  antiquity  read  'BlWrfvurrd'^, 
although,  as  we  have  seen,  several  uncials  are  in  its  favour ;  but 
the  more  recent  editions  read  with  almost  entire  agreement  the 
disputed  ''EXKr^ya^. 

d.  The  text  of  Matthaei,  however,  resAs  Hellenist  without  ex- 
ception :  and  the  Scholia  on  the  passages  are  these  : — 

On  vi.  1.  'ElXX/rjvuTT&v']  Ta>v  'EWTfvuTrl  (fiOeYfOfihfooy,  koX  toi 
*E/3paia>v  6vr€i>v  r^  yevei,. 

xi.  20.  'EXKfjvurrdsi]  law  Bta  to  fit)  elSevav  "EPpdUrrl,  ^EXKn- 
1/09  avToi>^  iKokoi/p. 

His  Latin  texts,  like  the  Vulgates  already  quoted,  read 
Greeks  throughout. 

The  sum  of  this  accumulation  of  authorities  appears  to  be 
about  this :  that  the  textual  evidence  rather  dubiously  favours 
the  received  reading 'EWiyi/tcrrav,  while  the  sense  of  the  passage 
requires  ''EWiym?,  a  reading  which  is  not  without  MS.  and 
other  support.  Without,  therefore,  committing  ourselves  abso- 
lutely to  the  adoption  of  "ET^rjva^,  we  argue  in  its  favour  on 
these  grounds : 

1.  The  ultimate  authority  for  any  reading  must  continue  to 
be  its  agreement  with  the  sense  of  any  passage,  until  it  can  be 
proved  t^at  transcribers  are  infallible.  Of  course  there  may  be 
cases  in  which  the  MSS.  so  universally  agree  in  a  particular 
reading,  as  to  enforce  its  reception  even  where  it  may  not  be 
possible  to  make  a  good  sense  out  of  the  text.  But  although  in 
such  a  case  we  should  perforce  retain  the  reading  without  alte- 
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ration^  it  would  remain  in  the  text  accompanied  by  an  avowal 
that  there  must  be  some  mistake^  and  that  a  dislike  to  make 
conjectural  emendations  prompted  its  retention.  For  instance^ 
had  the  various  sources  of  evidence  to  which  appeal  has  been 
made  issued  in  a  uniform  verdict  in  favour  of  Hellenist  as  the 
correct  reading  in  the  present  passage^  we  should  in  that  case 
have  hewn  our  way  out  of  the  thicket  of  perplexity  in  which 
that  reading  would  have  involved  us  as  best  we  might, — ^as  in 
fact  those  critics  and  commentators,  who  patronize  the  reading 
of  the  received  text,  do ;  but  now,  without  effort  on  our  part,  or 
violent  straining  of  exegesis,  an  open  passage  from  the  laby- 
rinth discloses  itself  in  the  simple  and  obvious  TQ9Am^*'EXKr}va<;. 
This  word  gives  a  clear,  full,  natural,  and  sufficient  si^ification 
to  the  passage,  meets  all  the  exigencies  of  the  case,  and  per- 
fectly resolves  the  knot  of  difficulty. 

2.  We  are  entitled  to  lean  more  decidedly  on  the  Alexan- 
drian MS.,  than  Mr.  Kay  feels  disposed  to  do  on  account  of 
the  lection  ''EXKTjva^  in  the  ninth  chapter.  Such  a  reading 
might  be  admitted  to  be  a  lapse  of  the  pen,  without  necessarily 
invalidating  the  same  word  in  chapter  xi.  Those  who  are  fami- 
liar with  MSS.  know  that  mistakes  of  transcription  &om  fifty 
causes  are  of  perpetual  occurrence ;  so  frequent  indeed  in  most 
documents,  that  they  would  prove  extremely  perplexing  to 
textual  critics,  were  it  not  that  the  occasion  of  them  is,  in  most 
cases,  transparently  obvious.  Now  the  reading  ^EXKryvw;  in 
chapter  ix.,  may  be  a  mistake  arising  from  its  close  resemblance 
to  ^EXKriv  [}<Tr\  as; ;  nevertheless  we  might,  and  should,  and  do, 
contend  that  it  is  the  correct  reading  in  the  text  before  us, 
xi.  20. 

3.  There  are  the  early  Versions  already  quoted  in  frdl,  the 
testimony  of  the  Peshito  being  the  most  convincing,  from  its 
making  a  marked  distinction  between  the  Greek  Jews  of  ix.  29, 
and  the  Greeks  of  xi.  20. 

4.  There  are  the  Fathers,  at  the  head  of  whom  stands  Chry- 
sostom,  whose  language  makes  Hellenist  the  equivalent  of 
Hellene,  and  whose  exposition  makes  the  subjects  of  the  new 
ministry  at  Antioch,  Gentiles — r^  eOvq. 

Thus  although  we  should  allow  the  word  ^EKKrjjvurTd^  to 
stand,  we  contend  that  the  exegesis  of  those  who  maintain  that 
reading  is  wrong,  in  so  far  as  they  confine  the  ministry  of  the 
Cypriote  and  Cyrenian  evangelists  to  the  Greek-speaking  or 
Hellenistic  Jews.  The  testimony  of  Chrysostom  and  Eusebius 
seems  clearly  against  so  narrow  an  exposition. 
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On  the  meaning  of  the  Term  ^EKKiivmral. 

After  all  which  has  been  written  on  the  subject  of  Hellenism 
and  Hellenists^  we  most  confess  that  that  definition  does  not 
satisfy  ns  which  makes  the  speaking  of  the  Oreek  language^  and 
the  use  of  the  Old  Testament  Scriptnres  in  the  Greek  version 
the  origin  of  the  terms.  We  need  go  no  further  than  Acta  vi.  1, 
to  see  how  insufficient  is  such  a  definition  to  explain  the  facts : 
'^  And  in  those  dajrs  when  the  number  of  the  disciples  was  mul- 
tipliedi  there  was  a  murmuring  of  the  Oreciana  \rigv  'ElXKijvur- 


T&v],  against  the  Hebrews   [trfm  'Efif>al(w],  because  their 

daily  ]  '  * 
Now  if  it  be  contended  that  these  oonverts  (Hdlenists)  who 


widows  were  neglected  in  the  daily  ministration^ 
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swelled  the  number  of  the  disciples  to  an  amount  worthy  of 
special  record  were  merely  Jews  who  qioke  the  Oreek  tongue, 
and  in  nothing  else  distinguished  firom  their  brethren  of  the 
synagogue,  one  is  inclined  to  ask— How  eomes  it  that  the 
marked  increase  of  the  Christian  Church  should  have  been 
derived  from  that  quarter  in  particular  ?  The  bare  fact  of  their 
acquaintance  with  the  Greek  language  will  scarcely  account  for 
their  growing  predominance  in  the  Christian  community  at  Je- 
rusalem, in  the  earliest  years  of  the  promulgation  of  the  gospel. 
The  prejudices  of  a  man  in  the  holy  dty  who  was  a  Jew,  would 
not  be  necessarily  abated  by  his  being  an  adept  in  the  use  of 
the  medium  of  general  linguistic  intercourse  of  that  day.  Nay, 
the*  virulent  prejudices  of  that  very  dass  were  the  occasion  of 
conducting  Stephen  before  the  council  and  of  securing  his  con- 
demnation to  death.  It  is  expressly  declared  that  it  was  the 
synagogue  of  the  men  of  Liberta,  and  Cyrene,  and  Alexandria, 
and  Cilicia,  and  Asia  the  pro-consular,  who  disputed  with  the 
proto-martyr,  and  suborned  witnesses  to  denounce  him  to  the 
authorities. 

Again,  what  plausible  or  possible  pretext  could  the  Hebrew 
converts  allege  to  justify  the  withholding  of  alms  from  their 
brethren,  their  fleshly  kinsmen,  grounded  on  the  mere  droum- 
stance  of  the  Hellenists  speaking  Greek  habitually,  while  tiiey 
themselves  as  habitually  used  the  Hebrew  tongue,  assuming,  as 
we  do  for  argument's  sake,  that  this  was  the  grand  distinction 
subsisting  between  them  ? 

The  error  of  those  who  thus  define  Hellenist,  we  conceive, 
consists  in  their  confining  it  to  too  narrow  a  class>  while  we 
regard  it  as  equivalent  to  Hellene,  and  as  embracing  three  kinds 
of  converts,  namely,  those  from  among  the  Gentiles,  from  among 
the  Jewish  proselytes,  and  from  the  foreign  Jews  resident  in  Jeru- 
salem.    We  speak  in  the  present  passage  of  an  element  of  the 
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Christian  Churchy  a  light  in  which  the  term  seems  forgotten  in 
the  discussion,  and  we  claim  the  right  to  modify  its  meaning  in 
its  new  connexion,  from  the  stricter  signification  which  it  might 
bear  in  relation  to  the  purely  Jewish  community.  But  it  will 
be  objected  that  the  door  of  faith  was  not  opened  to  the  Q^ntilea 
till  chapter  x.,  wherein  Cornelius  is  oidy  admitted  in  conse- 
quence of  a  miraculous  vision  to  the  communion  of  the  Christian 
Church.  To  which  our  reply  is — 1.  The  ehronologieal  series  of 
events  in  the  Acts  is  not  consecutive,  hence  we  cannot  settle^ 
beyond  the  possibility  of  dispute,  when  that  formal  adnussion  of 
the  Gentiles  took  place.  Certain  incidents  narrated  in  sequence 
may  have  been  running  their  course  side  by  side  of  each  cither, 
and  even  that  narrated  last  may  have  happened  first.  But  we 
have  to  add — ^2.  That  as  there  always  had  been  room  to  receive 
proselytes  into  the  Jewish,  so  was  there  also  admission  for  Gren- 
tile  converts  at  all  periods  into  the  Christian  Church.  Our 
Saviour  enjoined  upon  his  apostles  to  go  first  to  the  lost  sheep 
of  the  house  of  Israel,  yet  He  himself  admitted  more  than  one 
Bioman,  OflBicer  into  the  circle  of  His  believing  friends,  each  of 
these  just  as  probably  a  Grreek  by  nation  as  an  Italian,  in  either 
case  a  Gentile  by  birthj  and  all  alike  speaking  Greek.  He  also 
received  the  Syro-Phoenician  woman,  and  Samaritans  without 
number,  John  iv. ;  while,  in  addition  to  these,  few  persons, 
perhaps,  wiU  doubt  the  genuine  conversion  of  the  Boman  officer 
who  superintended  the  crucifixion,  and  whosie  remarkable  excla- 
mation was — ^^  Truly,  this  man  was  the  Son  of  God.'^ 

But  it  will  be  further  objected,  that  all  these  were  Jewish 
proselytes.  To  which  we  answer,  that  if  that  could  be  shewn 
to  be  true  in  every  case, — and  in  that  of  the  last-mentioned  per- 
sonage, there  is  no  ground  for  the  surmise, — it  would  be  of  no 
consequence  in  the  argument.  These  may  have  entered  the 
shrine,  of  the  Christian  Church  through  the  portal  of  the  Jewish 
economy ;  but  we  contend  that  they  did  enter,  and  made  that 
entrance  in  despite  of  their  Gentile  origin,  if  they  had  been  pre- 
viously proselytes ;  and  of  their  birth  in  a  foreign  country,  if 
the  children  of  Greek  Jews. 

It  will  be  stiU  further  urged,  possibly,,  that  up  to  this  time 
we  have  no  evidence  of  any  but  persons  of  pure  Jewish  descent 
having  joined  the  ranks  of  the  Christian  Church.  The  reply  to 
this  assertion  might  be  confined  to  a  simple  reference  to  the 
Pentecostal  Jews,  of  whom  it  is  most  unlik^y  that  they  were  all 
of  purely  Jewish  descent ;  no  circumstance  being  much  more 
common  in  those  days  than  marriages  between  Jews-  and  Gen- 
tiles in  foreign  countries.  We  need  only  refer  in  confirmation 
of  this  to  the  parents  of  Timothy  (Acts  xvi.  1).    But  wc  ask,  in 


124  On  /Ae  ward  HeUemsi,  [April, 

continuation  of  oar  replji  what  position  must  we  assign  in  rela- 
tion to  the  Christian  Church  to  the  Roman  centurion^  roler^  etc., 
and  to  the  chamberlain  of  Qneen  Candaoe  (Acts  viii.  27)^  who  all 
expressed  so  lively  a  fiuth  in  the  Son  of  Ood,  and  the  last  of 
whom  was  baptised  into  the  Christian  belief?  Did  not  Jesus 
himself  and  his  disciples,  nay,  did  not  their  own  pious  aspira- 
tions and  convictions  of  duty  lead  them  £Eu-ther  than  their 
adopted  Judaism?  Is  it  not  certain,  even  in  the  absence  of 
express  statement  to  that  effect,  that  these  converts  did  not 
remain  stationary  in  the  Jewish  Church,  but  passed  out  of  the 
region  of  shadows  into  the  possession  of  the  divine  substance 
which  these  prefigured  ? 

Now  why  should  not  these,  and  all  like  them,  who  would 
for  various  reasons,  not  forgetting  the  important  b^uring  of  the 
celebrated  Pentecostal  festivity  upon  the  .constitution  of  the 
Church  in  Jerusalem,  form  the  most  numerous  class  of  believers 
from  the  very  first, — be  the  Hellenists  of  the  Christian  Church, 
— speaking  the  Greek  tongue  it  may  be  as  a  matter  of  course, 
but  deriving  their  name  rather  from  the  fact  of  their  Gtentile 
extraction,  or  their  birth  in  foreign  countries,  than  from  their 
lingual  peculiarity?  Between  these  miscellaneous  and  very 
numerous  constituents  of  the  Church  of  Jerusalem,  who 
threatened  by  their  numbers  to  swamp  the  native  members, 
there  might  very  naturally  grow  up  a  jealousy;  and  the  Hebrew 
Christians  might  shew  that  feeling  by  a  partial  distribution  of 
the  alms.  On  the  other  hand,  we  must  confess,  that  to  us  the 
narrow  distinction  of  the  Hellenists  being  Greek-speaking  Jew- 
Christians,  and  the  Hebrews  Hebrew-speaking  Jew-Christians, 
does  not  seem  sufficient  to  warrant  their  antithetical  position 
here. 

But  it  might  be  further  urged  that  the  term  Hebrews  employed 
in  this  passage,  is  the  proper  term  to  describe  persons  using  the 
Hebrew  language,  whereas  the  name  of  Jew  would  describe  a 
person  adhering  to  the  religion  of  Moses ;  and,  that  if  language 
was  referred  to  as  the  peculiarity  distinguishing  the  one  class — 
the  Hebrews,  so  would  it  be  referred  to  in  the  other  class  which 
was  contrasted  with  it,  namely,  the  Hellenists. 

To  this  the  answer  is  easy. 

1.  Hebrew  is  a  generic  not  a  specific  term,  and  includes 
natural  descent  and  all  which  that  descent  embraces,  such  as 
soil,  faith,  polity,  etc.,  and  of  course  language.  Nothing  can 
limit  its  signification  to  any  one  of  the  aforegoing  particulars, 
except  some  express  qualification.  For  all  that  this  term  either 
in  the  passage  before  us  defines,  or  in  its  general  acceptation 
implies,  a  man  might  be  a  Hebrew  of  the  Hebrews,  and  yet, 
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like  St.  Paul,  speak  familiarly  and  habitually  in  the  Greek 
ton^e. 

2.  The  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews^  that  is^  to  the  Hebrew- 
speaking  Jews^  according  to  the  assumption  that  a  Hebrew 
means  necessarily  a  person  who  speaks  Hebrew^  was  not  com- 
posed in  Hebrew  but  in  Greek. 

3.  Although  we  should  concede  that  a  Hebrew  meant  exdu- 
sively  a  person  speaking  the  national  language  of  the  natives  of 
Palestine^  while,  on  the  contrary,  a  Jew  bespoke  a  votary  of  the 
religion  of  Moses,  we  could  turn  the  tables  even  thus  upon 
Mr.  Kay — ^by  means  of  this  very  concession. 

On  the  whole,  therefore,  we  must  close  with  the  avowal  that 
our  belief  does  not  recognize  a  linguistic  peculiarity  as  the  parent 
of  the  name  Hellenist,  although  the  accident  of  speaking  Greek 
may  have  attached  to  most  of  the  persons  bearing  that  name ; 
and  we  add  that,  without  entertaining  any  very  earnest  convic- 
tions on  the  point,  our  leanings  are  towards  the  persuasion  that 
Hellenist  here  is  tantamount  to  Hellene,  and  most  probably  em- 
braces three  descriptions  of  converts;  viz..  Gentiles  in  very 
small  numbers,  Jewish  proselytes  more  numerous,  and  foreign- 
bom  as  distinguished  from  domestic  Jews ;  these  last  probably 
in  the  greatest  numbers  of  all. 

The  next  passage  is  of  no  great  moment  in  our  discussion, 
but  it  recognizes  the  Hellenists  as  a  distinct  class  of  Jews  resi- 
dent in  Jerusalem ;  that  is,  as  we  conceive,  aliens  and  not  native 
Jews. 

Acts  ix.  29.  '^And  he  [Paul  after  his  conversion]  spake 
boldly  [at  Jerusalem]  in  the  name  of  the  Lord  Jesus,  and  dis- 
puted against  the  Grecians  [7rpo9  tow  ^BWrfvicrrdsi],  but  they 
went  about  to  slay  him.^^ 

That  Paul  should  single  out  these  especially  for  argumenta- 
tion on  the  claims  of  Christianity,  seems  natural  from  his  own 
Grecian  birth  and  education.  On  what  particular  grounds  these 
should  entertain  a  marked  enmity  against  the  apostle  is  not  very 
clear,  although  we  can  conjecture  a  variety  of  reasons.  This 
class,  however,  still  continuing  unconverted  and  members  of  the 
Jewish  Church,  in  a  posture  of  hostility  to  the  Christians,  were 
doubtless  identical  in  great  part  with  the  Hellenes  of  John  vii. 
35  ;  and  were  the  class  from  which  the  Christian  Hellenists  of 
Acts  vi.  1  were  mainly  drawn. 

Grreswell  distinctly  declares  these  foreign  Jews,  or  Jews  of 
the  dispersion,  to  be  properly  called  Hellenists ;  but  strangely 
enough  denies  them  the  title  of  Hellenes  given  them  in  the 
gospel.  That  very  learned  writer  says  (vol.  iii.,  p.  84),  when 
commenting  on  John  xii.  20  :  "  The  account  of  St.  John  so  far 
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as  it  belongs  to  the  history  of  proceedings  on  the  same  day,  con- 
sists of  only  one  additional  and  supplementary  particular ;  the 
request  of  the  Hellenes  to  see  Jesus,  and  the  reflections  which  it 
drew  from  our  Lord.  If  these  Hellenes  were,  as  I  appreliended, 
and  as  their  name  implies,  not  Jews  of  the  disperHan,  whose 
proper  denomination  would  have  been  Hellenists,  but  Gentile  pro- 
selytes, numbers  of  whom  attended  every  feast/'  etc.,  etc. 

Only  five  chapters  before  St.  John  calls  these  very  persons 
Hellenes :  ''Then  said  the  Jews  among  themselves^  whither  will 
he  go,  that  we  shall  not  find  him  ?  Will  he  go  unto  the  dis- 
persed among  the  Gentiles  [among  the  Greeks — r^i^  Suurrropdv 
r&v  'EXKjjvwv],  and  teach  the  GentUes  [the  Hellenes — ^the  Greek 
Jews,  TOr^  "EAAHNAS]?*'  Mr.  Greswell  states  all  we  can 
desire  when  he  calls  the  Jews  of  the  dispersion  Hellenists,  but  is 
wrong  at  the  same  time  in  denying  them  their  rightful  and  more 
comprehensive  name  of  Hellenes. 

We  come  now,  however,  to  the  loctts  classicus  itself  (Acts 
xi.  20)  on  which  we  have  to  observe:  1.  That  there  is  no  evi- 
dence to  prove,  and  all  the  probabilities  of  the  case  are  against  it, 
that  there  were  any  Hebraistic,  we  mean  Hebrew-speaking  Jews 
at  Antioch,  with  whom  to  contrast  Hellenistic  Jews.  Antioch 
was  a  Greek-Syrian  town,  and  the  Greek  element  had  prevailed 
in  it  for  centuries ;  and  the  Jews  resident  there  doubtless  con- 
formed to  the  common  dialect  of  the  place,  and  were  Greeks  or 
Hellenists  in  the  same  sense  as  Jews  bom  in  other  Grecian 
towns.  They  continued  to  be  Jews  of  course  from  the  circum- 
stance of  their  carrying  their  religion  with  them,  in  so  frur  as  it 
was  confined  to  synagogue  worship,  and  all  those  rites  which 
were  observable  while  away  from  Jerusalem ;  but  there  is  no 
evidence  whatever  that  they  retained  the  Hebrew  language.  It 
is  very  remarkable  in  proof  of  the  prevalence  of  Greek  among  all 
the  extern  Jews,  that  the  Epistle  to  the  Romans,  which  ad- 
dresses itself  very  pointedly  to  the  people  of  that  nation,  is 
written  in  Greek,  and  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  in  Greek,  and 
those  of  James  and  Peter  to  the  Eastern  Jews  in  Greek.  The  evi- 
dence upon  this  point  furnished  in  the  text  of  the  New  Testa- 
ment, and  in  the  incidents  both  of  the  Gospels  and  Acts  of  the 
Apostles  is  overwhelming.  So  deep  is  the  impression  made 
upon  ourselves  personally  by  frequent  consideration  of  this  cir- 
cumstance, that  we  are  inclined  to  allow  a  larger  latitude  to  the 
prevalence  of  the  Greek  tongue  in  Palestine  in  the  days  of  our 
Lord,  and  directly  afterwards,  than  we  felt  authorized  to  do 
when  reprinting  Diodati^s  treatise  on  our  Saviour's  speaking 
Greek  fDe  Christo  Grace  loquente,  1843). 

2.  The  proper  term  to  employ  at  the  close  of  the  preceding 
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verse,  had  it  been  designed  to  specify  persons  of  a  different  lan- 
guage from  the  Hellenists  of  the  present  verse^  would  have  been 
Hebraists  or  Hebrews,  that  is,  so  far  as  this  term  would  have 
expressed  that  signification.  But  how  does  it  read  ?  ^*  Now 
they  which  were  scattered  abroad  upon  the  persecution  which 
arose  about  Stephen,  travelled  as  far  as  FhcBnice,  and  Cyprus^ 
and  Antioch,  preaching  the  word  to  none  but  unto  the  Jews 
only  "  [el  fit)  ^ovov  ^lovSalois:) ,  This  is  followed  directly  by — 
"  And  some  of  them  were  men  of  Cyprus  and  Cyrene,  which 
when  they  were  come  to  Antioch,  spake  unto  the  Grecians 
[^EXKrfvaq  or  ^£!XK7fvujTd<;'],  preaching  the  Lord  Jesus.'' 

The  inference  is  natural  and  incontrovertible,  that  to  the 
men  of  the  Jewish  nation  and  creed  alone  did  the  greater  part 
of  the  dispersed  evangelists  address  themselves ;  but  the  Hel- 
lenists were  themselves  a  portion  of  that  nation,  and  birth-right 
professors  of  that  creed,  and  of  course  as  such  shared  in  those 
ministrations. 

3.  Whence  we  conclude  that  the  antithesis  requires  the 
adoption  in  the  next  verse  of  the  term  ^EWi^va<;  a&  the  true 
reading,  in  the  belief  that  the  men  of  Cyprus  and  Cyrene,  who 
addressed  these  latter,  did  not  confine  their  labours  at  Antioch, 
as  did  others  of  the  evangelists,  to  the  Jews  only,  but  embraced 
within  the  circle  of  their  operations  the  surrounding  Greeks  or 
Gentiles.  Those  who  make  the  qualification  of  these  men  of 
Cyrene  and  Cyprus  for  addressing  Hellenistic  Jews  to  rest  upon 
their  knowledge  of  the  Greek  language,  infer  therefrom  that  the 
dispersed  evangelists,  spoken  of  just  before,  employed  the  Hebrew 
in  their  addresses,  a  position  which  we  conceive  quite  untenable. 
Where  is  the  evidence  that  in  Cyprus;  a  purely  Greek  island, 
there  were  any  congregations  of  Jews  requiring  to  be  ministered 
to  in  their  own  tongu^  or  using  that  language  colloquially  and 
ho^iletieally  ?  The  reason  why  these  Cyrenian  and  Cypriote 
emigrants  addressed  themselves  to  the  Gentiles  is  to  be  found, 
not  in  the  circumstai^ce  that  they  and  their  hearers  possessed  in 
coipmon  a  knowledge  of  Greek  which  the  other  emigrants  are 
assumed  to  be  destitute  of;  but  in  the  fact  that  these  preachers 
were  less  likely  to  be  under  the  dominion  of  prejudice,  than  the 
Jerusalem  Jews  who  shared  their  exile.  Of  Greek  Jews,  like 
thems^lves^  the  Christian  Church  was  mainly  composed  in  the 
earliest  age,  ox  the  first  twenty  years  of  its  existence,  before  the 
gates  were  thrown  fully  open  to  the  heathen. 

4.  Further,  the  word  "'EKKrjva^  here  employed  is  not  used  in 
its  acquired  sense,  signifying  either  Jews  necessarily  Greek  by 
birthj  or  Jews  using  the  Greek  tongue ;  but  in  its  native  and 
original  sense,  Pagans  or  Gentiles,     Jew  or  Hebrew  will  mean 
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one  of  two  things;  a  native  of  Judea^  or  a  follower  of  the- reli- 
gion of  Moses.  It  does  not  mean  a  man  who  speaks  Hebrew^ 
and  the  antithesis  to  it  is  not  a  Hellenist^  or  man  who  speaks 
Greek;  but  a  Gentile  by  birth  or  a  Pagan  in  religion.  It  is 
sheer  assumption  to  resolve  the  antithesis  into  Hebrew-speaking 
Jews^  and  Greek-speaking  Jews ;  and  to  advocate  the  reading 
'EWrfvurrd^,  as  the  basis  of  that  rendering  is  only  the  more 
clearly  to  expose  its  unsoundness.  If  the  persons  first  addressed 
at  Antioch  were  Jews  only^  those  addressed  in  the  second  place 
could  not  have  been  Jews  at  all.  The  first  signal  admission  of 
Gentiles  to  the  Christian  Church  took  place  at  Antioch^  we 
should  say  somewhat  irregularly,  that  is,  without  waiting  for 
instructions  firom  Jerusalem ;  and  there  is  unquestionably  im- 
plied in  the  mission  of  Barnabas,  himself  a  Cypriote,  sent  to  look 
after  the  work  of  these  native  Cypriotes,  a  distrust  of  what  had 
been  reported  to  have  taken  place.  This  appears,  as  we  think 
with  Alford,  on  the  surface  of  the  transaction. 

5.  With  what  exquisite  propriety  the  name  of  Christian 
dates  itself  from  that  locality  in  which  first  a  large  infusion  of 
Gentile  blood  into  the  body  of  the  Church  took  place,  let  those 
decide  who  think  the  glory  of  that  Church  consists  in  its  Catho- 
licity,— in  making  both  Jew  and  Gentile  one  in  Christ  Jesus.  The 
name  is  evidently  of  Gentile  origin,  no  doubt  an  adoption  of  the 
Church  itself,  and  not  a  term  of  reproach.  The  beautiful  ^Chris- 
tiantis  sum'  of  Polycarp  and  the  martyrs,  before  the  tribunal  of 
their  persecutors,  indicates  no  suspicion  of  the  name  as  an 
ignominious  epithet,  rather  as  a  simple  and  appropriate  designa- 
tion of  a  matter  of  fact — that  they  were  followers  of  Christ. 
Tacitus  indeed  says  that  the  Roman  mob  hated  them,  and  called 
them  Christians;  but  does  not  say  that  this  was  in  its  origin  any 
name  of  reproach.  Antioch  was  evidently  the  place  where  first 
the  Church  of  the  Lord  Jesus  emerged  out  of  the  penumbra  of 
Judaism,  a  feat  which  it  could  scarcely  achieve  in  its  head  quar- 
ters, Jerusalem,  surrounded  as  it  was  there,  by  an  overwhelming 
predominance  of  Jewish  association ;  and  Christian  was  the  name 
which  this  now  completed  organization  assumed  when  it  shewed 
itself  to  the  world,  "  bright  as  the  sun,  fair  as  the  moon.^' 

6.  The  sanction  and  precedent  of  the  Church  at  Antioch, 
given  to  Barnabas  and  Paul,  it  was  which  justified  those  minis- 
ters  in  their  succeeding  evangelistic  mission  in  introducing  so 
freely  as  they  did  Gentiles  [rd  eOvrj,  xiii.  46]  into  the  Church. 

7.  And  that  such  was  the  constitution  of  the  Church  at 
Antioch  itself  is  rendered  clear  by  the  appeal  to  the  mother 
Church  at  Jerusalem,  recorded  in  the  fifteenth  chapter.  In  the 
Church  at  Antioch  were  sundry  uncircumcised  persons,  which 
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could  not  have  occurred  amongst  the  Hellenists^  that  is^  Greek 
Jews,  or  Jewish  proselytes;  they  must  therefore  have  been  con- 
verted heathens,  namely,  the  *'EKK'qva^  of  the  amended  reading. 
Barnabas  and  Paul  were  evidently  men  of  large  hearts  and  un- 
sectarian  sympathies.  What  they  saw  and  aided  in  accomplish- 
ing at  Antioch  and  elsewhere,  made  them  decided  advocates  for 
an  enlarged  Church,  and  the  free  admission  of  Gentiles  thereto, 
without  submission  to  purely  Mosaic  institutions.  When  they 
defended,  at  Jerusalem,  this  liberal  constitution  of  things,  they 
were  not  vindicating  their  own  proceedings  and  converts  in  the 
other  Antioch;  but  addressed  themselves  to  the  actual  condition 
of  that  Syrian  Antioch  of  which  we  are  now  speaking  :  hence 
when  the  letter  of  license  and  approval  arrived  from  Jerusalem, 
the  brethren  at  Antioch  "rejoiced  for  the  consolation^'  (xv.  31). 

On  a  review  of  all  that  has  been  stated  here,  we  are  justified 
in  saying  that  the  evidence  derived  from  MSS.  is  not  clear  enough 
to  decide  the  question ;  wherefore  we  freely  own  that  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  that  evidence  we  should  not  feel  confident  in  alter- 
ing the  text.  At  the  same  time  we  cannot  but  add  that  all  the 
considerations  of  historical  propriety  preponderate  decidedly  in 
favour  of  the  reading  ''JSWi/va?;  that  Jew  and  Greek  are  never 
contrasted,  as  here,  in  the  writings  of  St.  Luke  without  meaning 
Jew  and  Gentile,  unless  accompanied  with  some  qualifying  term ; 
that  the  proceedings  in  the  Syrian  Antioch  were  the  precedent 
followed  by  the  apostles  in  Asia  Minor;  that  the  state  of  the 
early  Church  at  Antioch  awakened  surprise  if  not  alarm  in  the 
Church  at  Jerusalem,  which  would  not  have  been  the  case  if 
only  Hellenists  had  been  admitted  freely  to  its  ranks,  as  those 
already  abounded  in  the  mother  Church,  and  can  only  be  ac- 
counted for  on  the  supposition  that  the  large  recent  admissions 
consisted  of  Gentiles ;  and  that  the  transition  from  the  admis- 
sion of  Hellenists  to  the  admission  of  Gentiles  took  place  there 
and  then,  without  any  further  gradation  of  circumstance  or  in- 
terval of  time,  such  as  Mr.  Kay  pleads  for  with  Greswell  (vol, 
iv.,  p.  58). 

Thus  the  external  and  direct  evidence,  so  far  as  hitherto 
ascertained  (although  we  cannot  but  believe  that  it  has  been 
most  imperfectly  gleaned),  can  scarcely  be  said  to  be  in  favour 
of  the  common  reading;  while  the  internal  evidence  of  the  sense 
of  the  context  requires  the  substitution  of  "JBXXiyi/a?.  This  is 
the  conclusion  of  the  distinguished  Neander,  in  vol.  i.,  p.  65,  of 
his  History  of  the  planting  of  the  Christian  Church: — 

"  Though  the  Christians  of  Jewish  descent,  who  were  driven  by  per-, 
flfecution  from  Jerusalem,  were  by  that  event  induced  to  spread  the  gospel 
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ia  Syria  and  tlie  neighbouriBg  districts,  jet  tkeir  Uboim  were  confined  to 
the  Jews.  On  the  other  kmid»  the  Hellenists,  sueh  as  Philip  and  others, 
who  originally  came  from  Cyprus  and  Gyrene,  made  their  way  among  the 
Gentiles  also,  to  whom  they  were  allied  in  language  and  education,  which 
was  not  the  case  with  the  Jews." 

To  this  BtatenoL^it  Neander  appends  a  note :— *- 
'<  In  Acts  xi.  20,  the  common  reading  *EX\ffvyrra9  is  evidently  to  be 
r^ected  as  formed  from  a  felse  gloss^  and  the  reading  which  refers  to  the 
Gentiles  CE!^^^>hi9)  must  be  substituted  as  undoubtedly  correct.** 

This  is  the  conclusion  at  which  the  Bey.  Thomas  Sheldon 
Green  has  arrived  in  his  very  vahtable  recent  work,  A  course  of 
developed  criticism  of  passages  of  the  New  Testament ,  materially 
affected  by  various  readings,  published  by  the  Messrs.  Bagster. 

OaIiANDo  T.  Dobbin^  ULD.^ 
Of  Trimty  College,  Doblim. 
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In  the  last  number  of  the  Westminster  Review  is  a  long  article 
on  the  revision  of  the  English  Bible^  which  ought  to  receive  a 
careful  perusal  from  all  those  who  think  a  new  translation  ne- 
cessary^ for  this  article  must  be  considered  as  giving  the  delibe- 
rate opinion  of  that  party  which  has  F.  W.  Newman  and  Co. 
for  its  leaders^  and  a  quarterly  Beview  for  the  promulgation  of 
their  opinions. 

The  writer  of  the  article  alluded  to  appears  to  be  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  original,  yet  his  criticisms  on  the  passages  as 
rendered  in  the  Authorized  Version  which  he  examines,  are  un- 
tenable, and  prove — ^if  they  prove  anything — ^the  correctness  of 
the  present  translation.  This  will  appear  evident  to  those  who 
examine  the  passages  without  prejudice  or  desire  to  prove  the 
correctness  of  preconceived  opinions  regarding  the  truth  or  falsity 
of  the  facts  stated  in  the  Scriptures.  The  first  passage  ani- 
madverted upon  is  given  in  the  following  extract: — ''It  does 
not  belong  to  translators  to  rectify  providence  or  inspiration,  if 
they  have  'permitted'  the  irreconcileable  discrepancy,  however 
fruitful  it  may  be  of  controversy.  In  some  cases  the  decision 
wttl  be  diflScult.  In  the  Grospel  of  Mark  xv.  23,  we  read,  'and 
they  gave  him  to  drink  wine  mingled  with  myrrh,'  apparently 
out  of  humanity;  which  act  seems  to  have  been  repeated  at 
intervals  during  the  crucifixion ;  compare  ver.  86,  and  John  xix. 


1857.]  Supposed  Errors  in  the  English  Bible.  131 

29.  In  Matthew  and  Lnke  these  acts  hate  a  different  Aspect, 
liuke,  xxiii.  86,  makes  the  soldiers  offer  the  vinegar  in  mockery, 
and  Matthew  appears  to  refer  to  Psalm  Ixix.  21,  'They  gave  me 
also  gall  for  my  meat,  and  in  my  thirst  they  gave  me  vinegar  to 
drink/  But  in  Matt,  xxvii.  84,  there  is  a  various  reading  of 
olvov  for  ifo9,  of  at  least  equal  value,  and  adopted  both  by 
liEchmann  and  Tischendorf.  Is  the  translator  to  conciliate  this 
text  with  that  of  Mark,  by  rendering,  as  Wycliffe  and  the 
Bheims  version,  'wine' — the  proper  English  of  otvov,  and  H 
permissible  English  for  8^o^;  or  with  T^dale  and  the  other 
versions,  by  the  rendering  of  '  vinegar,'  to  dissociate  the  text 
in  Matthew  from  the  other  evangelist,  and  to  adapt  it  to  the 
presumed  prophecy  in  the  Psalm?''  It  is  added  in  a  note 
that  this  word  6^  ''might  mean  a  kind  of  sour  wine,  served  out 
-with  the  soldiers'  rations;  or  if  not  a  wine,  it  was  a  drink  for 
refreshment;  see  RiEth  ii.  14  (ei/  r&  i^ev,  Sept.),  compare  Numb, 
vi.  8." 

The  Hebrew  word  yo^  (chometz)  is  derived  from  yw  fchamatz), 
to  be  sour,  acid,  bitter;  hence  the  origin  of  the  proverb,  "Vine- 
gar the  son  of  wine  :  '^  it  is  rendered  vinegar  both  in  this  Psalm, 
and  in  Euth  ii.  14;  Prov.  xxv.  20;  x.  26,  by  the  LXX.,  8^; 
Vulgate,  aeeto;  Luther,  essig;  Tremellius  and  Junius  acetum;  the 
only  difference  is  that  the  Septuagint  has  in  the  last  passage  8fi<f>a^, 
i.  e.y^  sour  fruit.  A  sour  drink  is  then,  to  be  understood  by  the 
term  chofnetZy  and  it  would  appear  from  Num.  vi.  8 ;  Buth  ii,  14, 
that  it  was  a  kind  of  sour-wine.  This  drink  was  mixed  with 
rosh.  The  LXX.,  xoXi;if/  Vulgate,  fel;  and  liUther  gall; 
agree  with  our  version  in  translating  it  as  meaning  gall;  the 
Targum  has  "  the  gall  of  asp^s  heads/'  By  thner  maintains  it  to 
denote  the  peculiar  bitterness  of  an  asp's  poison ;  Trem.  and 
Junius  amarorem,  bitterness ;  while  Gesenius  thinks  it  to  be  the 
poppy.  This  prophecy  is  rightly  considered  to  have  been  ful- 
filled when  our  Saviour  suffered  death.  The  question :  Are  we 
to  consider  the  ^fo9  of  Matthew  the  same  drink  as  the  Stvof  of 
Mark  ?  is  rightly  answered  in  the  affirmative  by  Bloomfield  and 
others.  That  they  cannot  both  be  translated  wine  is  certain, 
for  8^0^  is  correctly  rendered  vineger,  understanding  by  that 
term,  what  it  originally  meant,  sour-unne  (from  %he  French 
mn,  wine,  and  aigre,  sour) ;  St.  Matthew  names  the  parti<^nlar 
kind  of  wine,  whereas  St.  Mark  only  tells  us  that  it  was  wine. 
It  could  be  no  other  kind  than  the  aeetum  of  the  Romans, 
thus  described  by  Professor  Bamsay  in  his  brief  but  excellent 
account  of  Roman  wines  fj^om.  Antiq.,  p.  489) ;  "  If  the  fermen- 
tation was  pushed  too  far,  or  if  the  wine  was  kept  too  long,  it 
was  changed  into  acetum ;  the  vinegar  itself  in  process  ef  time 
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underwent  decomposition  ftnd  waa  transformed  into  an  insipid 
useless  liquor  to  which  the  name  Vappa  was  given  fHor.  Sat.,  Ub. 
i.,  y.f  16)/'  Not  only  do  the  Evangelists  allude  to  the  same 
liquid,  but  it  is  probuble,  if  not  certain,  that  they  also  allude  to 
the  same  plant,  although  it  is  named  gall  by  Matthew,  and 
mtfrrh  by  Mark.  Dr.  Macknight  has  a  most  excellent  note  on 
this  subject  in  his  Harmony  of  the  Gospels ;  in  his  opinion  the 
Evangelists  may  be  reconciled  more  directly  by  supposing  that 
%oXij  signifies  any  bitter  drug  whatsoever,  as  it  is  applied  to 
Wormw(X)d  in  Prov.  v.  4,  and  by  parity  of  reason  may  denote 
myrrh,  which  has  its  name  from  a  Hebrew  word  signifying 
bitterness.  He  also  states  that  Casaubon  thinks  that  our  Lord's 
firiends  being  hindered  from  coming  near  to  him  by  the  soldiers, 
put  a  cup  of  myrrhed  wine  into  the  hands  of  one  of  them  to  give  it 
to  Jesus;  but  that  the  soldiers,  out  of  contempt,  added  gall  to  it. 
In  several  parts  of  the  Highlands  of  Scotland  there  is  a  plant 
which  receives  the  name  gall  and  sweet-smelling-myrtle  &om  the 
inhabitants.  It  is  thus  noticed  by  Sir  Walter  Scott  in  the  Fair 
Maid  of  Perth,  chap,  xxvii. :  "  But  fare  you  well,  for  I  must  go, 
as  beseems  me,  to  the  burial  of  the  best  Chief  the  clan  ever  had, 
and  the  vvisest  Captain  that  ever  cocked  the  sweet  gall  (bog^ 
myrtle)  in  his  bonnet.^'  One  thing  at  least  is  certain,  viz.,  that 
both  of  the  Evangelists  prove  the  prophecy  in  the  92nd  Psalm 
to  have  been  fulfilled.  But  it  is  useless  to  consider  this  subject 
any  longer,  for  in  the  words  of  Dr.  Isaac  Barrow,  ''that  Jesus 
our  Lord  did  most  thoroughly  correspond  to  whatever  is  in  this 
kind  declared  by  the  prophets  concerning  the  Messias,  we  need 
not  by  minutely  relating  the  known  history  of  his  life  and 
death,  make  out  any  further,  since  the  whole  matter  is  palpably 
notorious,  and  no  adversary  can  deny  it "  (Sermon  on  Acta  iii. 
18). 

Those  who  undertake  a  new  translation,  ''  must  render,*^  says 
the  rather  dogmatic  critic, ''  Psalm  xvi.  10,  as  the  words  intend, 
of  providential  preservation  in  this  life,  although  in  Acts  ii.  they 
are  applied  to  the  resurrection.^'  The  reference  in  Acts  ii.  25, 
to  Psalm  xvi.  8 — 11,  is  to  shew  that  David  prophesied  of 
Christ's  resurrection.  The  apostle  could  not,  therefore,  have 
considered  David's  remarkable  words  to  mean  only  "  providential 
preservation  in  this  life,"  for  there  is  not  a  single  word  in  the 
original  that  could  justify  us  in  translating  the  passage  as 
meaning  anything  but  the  resurrection  of  the  body  of  him  who 
is  called  the  Holy  One.  The  Vulgate  is  the  same  as  the  A.  V., 
and  also  Luther,  and  the  LXX. ;  Van  Ess  translates  leshol  as 
meaning  "  in  the  realm  of  the  dead,"  fim  Todtenreiche),  a  most 
beautiful  translation ;  De  Wette  renders  it "  lower  regions  "  (Un-^ 
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terveltj ;  eyen  the  Rabbi  Kimchi  does  not  understand  the  verse  to 
allude  to  this  life,  for  he  thus  quotes  from  Midrash  :  ''  He  tells 
that  after  death  the  worm  or  moth  shall  not  bear  sway  over 
himseiSf/^ 

Another  ^^  extremely  unfortunate  rendering,"  says  the  same 
critic,  ^'involving  a  gross  anachronism,  is  that  of  ^silk,'  which 
could  not  be  known  in  the  Bible  countries  during  any  part  of 
the  Old  Testament  period.  There  is  a  word  rbtt,  shesh,  one  of 
the  terms  for  'fine  linen,'  or  perhaps  muslin,  used  in  Gen.  xli. 
42,  and  rendered  there  in  the  text  'fine  linen;'  but  not  satisfied 
with  that  the  translators  must  add  in  the  margin  'or  silk,' 
although  they  render  the  same  word  '  linen '  in  a  great  many 
other  places.  But  worse  than  thi^,  ^ silk*  occurs  in  the  text  itself 
of  Prov.  xxxi.  22 ;  as  though  an  industrious  Hebrew  woman  of  the 
middle  class  could  be  clothed  in  such  a  precious  material,  which 
certainly  was  unknown  even  to  Solomon,  and  hundreds  of  years 
after  his  time  was  sold  for  its  weight  in  gold.  '  Silk '  is  again 
used  for  another  word,  in  Ezek.  xvi.  10 — 13,  meschi,  where,  per- 
haps, is  meant  a  net  worn  over  the  head  by  women,  etc.''  In  a 
note  it  is  added,  "  There  is  only  one  word  in  the  Hebrew  Scrip- 
tures which  looks  at  all  like  silk,  though  it  cannot  mean  it,  and 
that  is  in  Isa.  xix.  9,  serikoth ;"  A.  V.,  fine  flax. 

The  word  silk  occurs  in  the  text  of  the  A.  V.  only  four 
times,  viz.,  Prov.  xxxi.  22,  Ezek.  xvi.  10,  13,  and  Rev.  xviii.  12, 
and  that  the  correct  term  has  been  used  by  the  translators, 
except  in  the  first-mentioned  passage,  is  evident  from  the  follow- 
ing considerations.  Shesh,  from  a  root  which  means  to  be 
white,  ought  to  be  translated  fine  linen,  and  the  word  is  so 
rendered  32  of  the  33  times  it  is  found  in  the  Hebrew  of  the 
Old  Testament  by  the  translators  of  the  A.  V.,  there  being 
nothing  to  justify  a  different  translation  of  the  same  word. 
The  word  for  linen  itself  is  bad,  and  so  rendered  in  the  English 
Version,  where  we  also  find  butz,  pishtah,  and  shesh,  translated 
linen  or  fine  linden;  Mr.  Yates  and  others  also  maintain  they  all 
mean  linen,  except  pishtah,  now  considered  by  all  scholars  who 
have  investigated  the  subject  to  mean  fiax.  Mr.  J..  E.  Ryland 
gives  good  reasons  in  Dr.  Kitto's  Cyclopcedia  (art.  Shesh)  in 
support  of  the  opinion  that  bviz  (A.  V,,  fine  linen)  is  cotton. 
The  karpas  of  Esther  (i.  6)  is  proved  by  Mr.  Yates  to  mean 
either  muslin  or  calico,  and  it  is  translated  fine  muslin  by  Dr. 
Vincent,  while  Mr.  J.  E.  Ryland  thinks  that  cotton,  white  and 
blue,  is  the  meaning  of  the  passage  in  Esther ;  in  a  new  trans- 
lation the  word  ought  to  be  rendered  muslin  or  cotton  instead  of 
the  present  rendering  in  the  A.  V.,  viz.,  green.  Serikoth  refers 
to  flax,   the  fibres  of  which.  Sir  G.  Wilkinson  fAnc.  Egyp., 
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vol.  ii.,  p.  99)  Bhews,  was  parted  and  deansed  with  a  sort  of 
comb :  combed  flax  is  therefore  nearer  the  original  th^nfine  flax. 
In  Ezek.  xvi.  10,  18,  is  the  word  ^  fmeschi)  from  n^  to  draw 
out,  and  nowhere  else  is  it  foand  in  the  Hebrew  of  the  Old 
Testament  writings.  It  is  rightly  translated  in  the  A.  Y., 
^silk;''  the  Vulgate  has  subtUibua,  but  omits  to  translate  the 
word  in  ver.  13.  Lather  has  gchMer  (veil),  and  seide  (silk) ; 
De  Wette  has  seide ;  Trem.  and  Janius  have  musUn  (serieo  and 
sericumj,  or  rather  silk.  What  was  the  fine  linen  of  Soiptore? 
Just  the  celebrated  linen  of  Egypt  which  the  Hebrews  evidently 
knew  how  to  make  (see  Ex.  xxxv.  25,  etc.),  and  which  we  cannot 
as  it  is  equal  to  our  silk;  the  qudity  of  one  piece  of  hnen  foimd 
near  Memphis  excites  admiration  at  the  present  day,  "  being,^^ 
says  Wilkinson,  ^'to  the  touch  comparable  to  silk,  and  not 
inferior  in  texture  to  our  finest  cambric/'  The  very  fact  thiit 
the  products  of  India  are  traced  to  Greece  in  the  time  of  Hosier 
fH.,  vi,,  289),  to  Egypt  in  the  time  of  Joseph  (Gen.  xxxvii.  25, 
the  names  of  the  spices  prove  this,  see  Wilkinson's  Anc.  Egfp., 
vol.  ii.,  p.  134),  and  to  Jerusalem  in  the  days  of  Solomon  (1  Kings 
ix.  26,  etc.),  shews  that  it  is  highly  probable  that  silk  was  early 
introduced  from  the  East  into  Palestine  and  Egypt.  This  trade 
also  introduced  into  the  Hebrew  language  Sanskrit  words,  e.  g., 
nard,  bdellium,  calamus,  and  cassia.  As  these  words  bear  termina- 
tions characteristic  of  the  Dekkan,  it  has  been  maintained  that  the 
Ophir  of  the  Old  Testament  must  have  been  in  India,  and  probably 
on  the  Malabar  coast;  see  Speir's  L^e  in  Anc,  India.  The  art  of 
making  silk  was  discovered  at  a  very  early  period  by  the  Chinese ; 
that  things  arrived  from  China  and  were  used  in  Egypt  is  well 
known.  In  the  tombs  of  Thebes  and  other  places  in  that  country 
have  been  found  bottles  of  undoubted  Chinese  manufacture; 
they  were  in  the  opinion  of  Sir  G.  Wilkinson  brought  from 
India  by  Arab  traders.  The  historian  Gibbon  states  that  ^' silks 
which  had  been  closely  woven  in  China,  were  sometimes  unrav- 
elled by  the  Phoenician  women,  and  the  precious  materials  were 
multiplied  by  a  looser  texture  and  the  intermixture  of  linen 
threads^'  (Dec  and  Fall,  chap,  xl.)  The  same  historian  elo- 
quently remarks  that  the  capital  of  Justinian  was  supplied  with 
the  manufactures  of  Sidon  fiffceen  centuries  after  they  had  been 
celebrated  in  the  poems  of  Homer.  And  it  is  his  opinion  that 
"  in  every  age  a  variety  of  animal  and  vegetable  productions, 
hair,  skins,  wool,  flax,  cotton,  and  at  length  silk,  have  been 
skilfully  manufactured  to  hide  or  adorn  the  human  body/'  If 
the  periods  during  which  Solomon  and  Ezekiel  flourished  were 
exceptions.  Gibbon  certainly  was  the  last  person  in  the  world  to 
have  forgotten  such  a  fact.    Ezekiel,  who  was  contemporary 
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^th  Jeremiah  and  Damd^  is  the  first  ancient  writer  who  men- 
tions silk  (694  B.C.) ;  Aristotle  (Hist.  Anim,,  v.,  chap,  xix.)  is  the 
first  Greek  writer  who  gives  information  respecting  its  use,  and 
Pliny,  Clemens  Alexandrinas,  and  Basil,  in  the  opinion  of  Dr. 
Wm.  Smith,  have  adopted  his  account  with  various  Inodifications. 
TbJQ  olgeotion  that  silk  could  not  be  known  to  Solomon  or  the 
Bible  ooontries  during  any  part  of  the  Old  Testament  period, 
because  it  was  expensive  in  Borne  when  imported  in  the  age  of 
Ainelian,  applies  also  to  the  article  linen,  the  then  existence  of 
which  our  critic  does  not  deny,  because  linen  was  as  great  a 
luxury  as  silk  to  the  Roman,  '^insomuch,*'  says  Professor  Ram- 
&ay  {Rom.  Antiq.J,  ^^that  the  priests  of  Ids  were  at  once  marked 
out  to  the  eye  as  a  distinct  class  by  the  circumstance  of  their 
being  robed  in  linen.''  When  silk  was  imported  into  Rome 
fiom  the  island  of  Cos,  near  the  western  coast  of  Asia  Minor, 
the  price  was  certainly  so  high  that  thin  gauzes  ('co€e  vestes)  were 
chiefly  used,  or  a  mixture  in  which  the  woof  was  of  silk,  and 
the  warp  of  flax ;  this  kind  received  the  name  veste^  stibserica ; 
cloths  composed  entirely  of  silk  were  called  vestes  holoserica. 
During  the  reign  of  Tiberius,  the  Senate  passed  a  decree : — Ne 
ve^is  serica  viros  fcMbaret  fTac.  Awn.,  ii.,  p.  83)  ^  Elagabalus, 
howevar,  using  siUc  robes,  etc.,  was  the  first  Roman  who  dared 
to  disobey  the  decree  of  the  Senate.  It  is  true  that  Aurelian 
complained  Ihat  a  pound  of  silk  was  sold  at  Rome  for  twelve 
ofunees  of  gold,  but  then  as  the  historian  Gibbon  remarks,  the 
supply  increased  with  the  demand,  and  the  price  diminished  with 
the  supply.  When  the  article  ceased  to  be  imported,  at  least  to 
a&y  extent,  in  the  leign  of  Justinian  (a.d.  632),  the  manufac* 
turing  of  adk  by  the  Romans  was  considered  in  the  reign  of 
Justin  II.  as  not  inferior  to  that  of  China. 

It  is  certainly  nothing  but  sophistry,  and  that  of  the  worst 
kind,  to  assert  that  a  substance  could  not  exist,  or  become 
common,  in  a  certain  country  in  a  certain  age,  because  the  same 
substance  was  dear  in  another  country  during  a  later  age.  But 
aven  although  no  trace  <^  any  conneuon  whatsoever  with  India 
or  the  East  could  be  proved  as  haviiig  ever  existed  in  Old  Tes^ 
tament  times,  no  one  could  be  justified  in  questioning  the  truth 
of  the  statement  contained  in  Sisektel,  viz.>  that  silk  garments 
weise  common  in  Jerusalem.  Until  the  word  in  Ezekiel  is  proved 
to  be  an  interpolation,  it  i«  absurd  to  maintain  that  by  rendering 
it  as  meaning  silk,  the  only  meaning  we  can  giv^  to  the  word,  is 
just  to  commit  '^  a  gross  anachronism.'^  The  assertion  has  been 
made,  and  it  is  no  imagin^y  statement,  that  certain  s^ts,  or  the 
maniidactaring  of  certain  articles,  have  been  discovered  or  prac- 
tised by  one  people  or  nation,  lost  at  their  decline,  and  re- 
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disoovered  by  another  people,  and  probably  more  than  once  this 
discovery  and  loss  has  taken  place  in  the  lustory  of  nations.  For 
instance^  the  art  of  casting  in  core,  as  it  is  technically  called,  is 
said  to  have  been  discovered  in  Greece ;  now,  from  a  compari- 
son of  ancient  colossal  statnes  with  two  of  the  largest  modem 
ones,  and  a  few  brief  notices  found  in  the  oldest  of  bodes,  we 
are  enabled  to  prove  that  the.  three  stages  into  which  the  art  of 
casting  has  been  divided,  were  certainly  known  to  the  ancients  j 
the  molten  sea  described  in  1  Kings  vii.  23,  shews  beyond  doubt 
that  the  three  stages  were- perfectly  well  known  in  Solomon's 
reign,  while  the  gohlen  bells  (Ex.  xxviii.  88, 84)^  shew  that  in  the 
casting  of  small  articles,  they  were  known  long  before. his  time.* 
A  history  ofthe  progress  made  in  the  arts  by  the  ancient  Hebrews 
has  been,  until  lately,  a  subject  totally  neglected ;  this,  however, 
is  not  now  the  case,  as  it  is  fully  investigated  in  a  work  just  pub- 
lished called  7%e  Ancient  Workers  and  Artificers  in  Metal,  from 
references  in  the  Old  Testament,  by  Mr.  James  Napier,  F.C.S.,  a 
gentleman  of  undoubted  scientific  attainments.  From  this  work 
the  following  extract  is  taken: — *'It  must  have  been  observed 
by  those  who  have  read  works  on  the  genuineness  or  authen- 
ticity of  the  Pentateuch,  and  other  books  in  the  Old  Testament, 
that  one  argument  often  used  by  a  certain  class  of  thinkers  is, 
that  articles  of  manufacture  are  named  in  these  books  as  being 
in  common  use  at  the  time  they  were  written ;  while,  from  pro^ 
fane  history,  it  can  be  shewn  that  materials  or  substances  ca< 
pable  of  making  such  articles  were  not  discovered  till  long  after 
the  reputed  author  of  the  sacred  books  was  dead,  and,  conse-* 
quently,  such  books  could  not  have  been  written  by  that  author, 
or  the  account  of  these  articles  must  have  been  interpolated  by 
later  hands,  and  thus  Scripture  history  must  be  considered 
doubtful.  It  appears  probable  that  many  of  the  ancient  nations 
besides  the  Israelites  often  attained  to  great  perfection  in  parti- 
cular arts,  but  by  a  change  of  dynasty,  or  a  series  of  wars,  the 
arts  fell  into  desuetude,  and  were  forgotten  by  the  artificers 
dying  out, — no  written  record  or  description  being  left  of  the  art. 
Long  after  this  period  the  same  art  is  again  discovered  and 
practised,  and  the  history  of  this  last  discovery  being  written,  it 
is  remembered.^^  His  assertions  are^  illustrated  by  several  in- 
stances, '^  out  of  a  great  many  mentioned  in  history;^'  we  have 
only  room  for  two,  and  those  the  most  remarkable  on  record  :— 
"  Marking  ink,  made  with  silver  solution,  is  another  discovery 
of  modem  days;  and  it  is  found  by  analysis  of  the  writings  on 

<*  See  an  article  by  the  present  writer  in  Maq)hail's  Edin,  Magazine  for  July 
i856,  from  which  the  above  instance  is  taken. 
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linen^  over  the  mummies^  to  have  been  used  by  the  ancient 
Egyptians.  I  remember  passing  through  the  antiquity  depart- 
ment of  the  British  Museum  a  few  years  ago^  when  a  gentleman 
present^  pointing  to  a  form  of  clasp  amongst  the  Egyptian  arti- 
cles^ stated^  that  recently  a  mechanic  in  England  had  registered 
the  same  clasp  as  a  new  invention^  and  no  doubt  it  was  to  the 
inventor :  ^The  thing  that  hath  been,  it  is  that  which  shall  be, 
and  that  which  is  done  is  that  which  shall  be  done.  Is  there 
anything  whereof  it  may  be  said.  See,  this  is  new  ?  It  hath 
been  already  of  old  time,  which  was  before  us.'^'^  In  an  age 
when  scholars  of  undoubted  learning  and  ability  are  doing  their 
utmost  to  prove  the  Scriptures  to  be  spurious  and  unworthy  of 
belief,  it  is  exceedingly  gratifying  to  observe  issuing  from  the 
British  press,  year  after  year,  works  illustrative  of  the  truth  of 
Holy  Writ,  written  by  laymen  of  great  scientific  and  literary 
attainments,  for  Mr.  Napier  is  not  the  only  layman  who  has  of 
late  thrown  great  light  on  various  passages  which  otherwise 
would  still  remain  obscure  and  unintelligible;  Sir  G.  Wilkinson, 
Mr.  J.  Smith,  Mr.  Layard,  and  Mr.  J.  Y.  Akerman,  have  all 
contributed  to  this  good  work ;  all  honour  and  praise  is  diie  to 
such  men,  and  long  may  their  works  continue  to  be  read  and 
studied  by  the  young  and  the  aged,  to  the  utter  confusion  of 
the  Adversary  .<» 

"But  there  are  some  places,'^  continues  this  new  critic  of 
the  A.  v.  in  the  Westminster  Review,  "  where  the  state  of  the 
text  does  not  admit  of  a  construction ;  and  a  translator  must 
not  act  upon  conjectural  emendations.  These  places  may  be 
sufficiently  comprised  under  three  heads :  (1)  defective  passages 
where  something  has  evidently  dropped  out  of  the  text ;  (2)  re*- 
dundant  passages,  where  some  word  or  words  have  crept  in; 
(3)  corrupt  passages,  properly  so  called,  and  untranslateable  as 
they  stand.'^  Examples  are  given  of  the  three  beads :  (1)  of  the 
first  we  have  Gen.  iv.  8,  " '  And  Cain  talked  with  Abel  his  bro- 
ther.'— A.  V.  But  the  word  vayyomer  signifies  not  talked  but 
said;  amar  is  the  common  word  for  said,  and  must  be  followed 

S  In  a  review  of  Mr.  Napier's  work  by  Dr.  Goold  in  the  News  of  the  Churches,  it 
18  stated  that  "  There  can  be  little  doubt  that  the  author  has  entered  on  an  untrodden 
path  of  scriptural  investigation.  It  evinces  thorough  science  and  practical  skill  re- 
specting metallurgical  operations, — ^the  two  great  requisites  for  an  author  on  such  a 
theme.  Had  the  lamented  Kitto  been  aUve,  he  would  have  prized  and  esteemed  it  as 
a  book  after  his  own  heart." — N,  C,  for  November,  1856. 

c  It  is  to  be,  hoped  that  editions  of  Ancient  Effyptians,  Shipwreck  qf  St,  Paul, 
and  Numismatic  Illustrations  qf  the  New  Testament,  will  soon  be  published  in  a 
cheaper  form,  so  that  all  classes  of  the  community  may  receive  benefit  from  their  ex- 
ceedingly interesting  investigations.  This  objection,  it  is  but  right  to  state,  does  not 
apply  to  Mr.  Napier's  Taluable  work. 
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bjr  a  rappleinent  of  what  ia  aaid :  'And  Cain  aaidtinto  Abel  his 
brother ' — ^what  ?  The  defect  in  the  Hebrew  text  may  p^haps 
be  anpplied  from  the  Sept.  Veraion,  which  leada,  '  Let  na  croei 
to  the  plain/" 

xi^  It  ia  true  meaaa  said;  but  that  it  alao  meana  to  speakj 
aee  Bythner  on  the  Paalma  (Pa.  ii«  7) ;  in  Ftalm  t.  %,  we  have 
amarai,  mg  taords,  ao  that, ''  And  Cain  apoke  with,''  etc.,  ia  jnat 
the  aame  aa,  ''And  Cain  talked  with  (or  to)/'  ete.,  either  of 
which  renderinga  anita  the  original ;  there  is  thwefore  no  neces- 
aity  to  imagine  the  paaaage  defective,  or  that  any  woida  have 
dropped  out  of  the  text.  The  additional  worda  ia  the  IjXX.  are 
also  in  the  Vulgate.  Lather  (redete  miij,  De  Wette  (sprach  zu)^ 
and  Van  £aa  (eimt  besprach  mitj,  give  the  paaaage  the  aame 
aenae  as  the  A.  V.  Dr.  Dayidaon,  it  in  tme,  wiahea  to  add 
yrwn  rtAo  after  vhm,  bat  it  has  already  been  atated  in  thta  Jonmal 
(April  number  for  1866),  that  audi  a  reading  hat  not  the  9Mpport 
of  a  single  MS, 

"Exod.  xii.  40,  we  read  according  to  the  English  veraioa 
and  the  Hebrew  text,  '  Now,  the  aojouming  of  the  children  of 
Israel  who  dwelt  in  Egypt  (was)  400  and  30  years,  and  thej 
came  out  in  the  aelfeame  day/  which  verae  disagreea  with  Gen. 
XV.,  where  the  evil  entreating  of  Abraham's  seed  in  a  atraage 
land  is  foretold  to  be  400  years.  And  in  Acts  vii.  6,  the  report 
of  Stephen's  speech  gives  the  period  aa  400  years  for  the  evil 
entreating  of  the  dnldren  of  Israel ;  but  Paul,  in  Gal.  iiL  17, 
again  makea.the  period  400  and  30  years,  but  reckons  it  from 
the  giving  of  the  promise  to  Abraham.  So  tiiat,  as  to  the  period, 
the  texts  are  two  against  two ;  and  aa  to  the  ibcts  embraioed  by 
the  period,  they  are  three  against  one." 

l%e  facta  atated  in  Gen.  xv.  13,  and  Acts  rii.  6,  are  the 
aame,  and  both  atrictly  true,  conaequently  they  cannot  be  conn- 
dered  defective  paasages.  The  400  years  begin  at  the  birth  of 
Isaac.  That  they  are  not  the  same  &cts  as  those  mentioned  in 
Exod.  xii.  40,  etc.,  and  Gal.  iii.  17,  is  clear,  because  in  the  for- 
mer the  seed  of  Abram  is  all  that  is  intended,  in  the  latter  the 
time,  end  of  430  years,  when  a  certain  law  was  made,  is  what 
we  find  must  be  considered  as  the  meaning.  As  commentators 
can  easily  be  consulted,  who  have  satisfactorily  answered  the 
question.  When  did  the  480  years  begin?  by  shewing  that  thef 
are  to  be  counted  from  the  time  when  Abram  went  into  Egypt, 
it  is  sufficient  to  state  that  the  length  of  time  mentioned  is  not 
contrary  to  statements  contained  in  the  Scriptures,  and  that 
until  this  is  proved  to  be  the  case,  the  text  must  be  considered 
correct. 

2.  "  1  Sam.  vi.  19,  where  it  is  obvious  that  the  slaughter  of 
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50^70  o^t  of  the  people  of  Bethshemish  is  an  iinpossibilitjr^  in 
tiie  eon^truction  dT  the  text  as  it  now  stands.  Here  Kennieott 
states^  that  three  MSS.  omit  the  60^000^  and  what  is  likewise 
of  importance  in  conjunction  with  this  evidence^  Josephus,  in 
his  aeoount  dT  the  event,  omits  them  likewise/' 

The  A.  Y.  rightly  translates  the  original^  whieh  narrates  a 
remari^able  drcumstanee  in  the  history  of  the  ark.  Because 
some  c£  the  men  of  Bethshemesh  had  looked  into  the  ark  of 
Jehovah,  he  smote  {fy^m  tJr  ^  o*^  ^  tr^t)^  etc.,  50,000,  and 
70  men ;  whether  some  only  died  it  is  impossible  to  state,  as  we 
cannot  ascertain  from  the  vi^se  the  circumstances  connected 
with  this  awful  instance  of  diiine  justice ;  it  may  have  been  a 
plague,  oit  pestilence,  as  smiting  does  not  necessarily  imply 
death  (see  Gen.  xix.  11 ;  Num.  xiv.  12),  etc.  It  has  been  con- 
jectured, with  great  probability,  that  aU  the  surrounding  popu* 
lation  suffered,  but  did  not  all  die,  from  a  terrible  plague.  The 
fact  as  stated  in  the  existing  t^t  is  not  an  impossibility,  and  as 
only  three  of  the  numerous  MSS.  examined  by  Dr.  Kmnicott 
differ  from  it,  more  evidence  must  be  produced  before  this  pas., 
aage  can  be  considered  ^^redundant,''  or  ev^n  as  having  inter- 
polated words.  The  Tewtm  Receptm  is  considered  to  be  correct 
in  the  LXX.  and  Vulgate ;  Luther  (fimtzig  toMsend  u.  sieben^ 
zig)y  Trem.  and  Junius  (qviatiqwi^es  mille  aeptudginta) ,  also 
translate  it  the  same  as  the  A.  V.  Scholars  ought  to  be  very 
cautious  before  they  pr<mounoe  a  passage  to  be  interpolated. 
Mr.  Oreswell  {Diss.,  vol.  iii.,  p,  237),  maintains  2  Kings  i.  17 
to  be  so ;  but  the  late  Prcrfessor  Blunt,  in  his  Undesigned  Coin- 
^dences,  by  explaining  the  true  meaning  of  the  passage,  has 
satisfactorily  proved  it  to  be  no  interpolaticm. 

"2  Sam.  i.  18,  where  the  word  kesheih  is  intruded  into  the 
text.  For  the  solution  of  that  difficulty  cannot  be  that  which 
is  adopted  by  the  A.  V.,  '  (The  use  of)  the  bow,'  nor  according 
to  others, '  (The  song  of)  the  bow,'  which  Lutiier  adopts ;  nor  in 
fmy  way  can  the  word  be  construed  in  the  passage,  as  it  has  no 
objective  particle.  This  case  is  rather  one  in  which  revisers 
flihould  braeket  the  word  as  an  interpolation.'' 

There  is  no  necessity  to  imagine  that  nti^  (war..bow)  is  here 
intruded  into  the  Te^tm  Reeeptus,  nor  can  any  one  find  it  difBi* 
eult  to  understand  the  verse,  as  the  32nd  ver^  shews  that  the 
words  ^'  teach  the  children  of  Judah  the  bow"  mean  nothing 
more  or  less  than  to  teach  ik^  ofaildr^d  of  Judah  the  song  of  the 
bow.  The  A.  V,  has  "  the  use  of"  in  italics,  as  such  words  are 
not  in  the  text ;  the  LXX.  omits  ke&keth ;  Trem.  and  Junius 
have  to  handle  the  bow  (fractare  arcum, — the  first  word  however 
is  in  italics) ;  the  Vulgate  is  like  the  A.  ¥.,  excepting  of  course 
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the  worda  in  italics,  nearest  the  original,  "docereni  filios  Juda 
arcum"  Dr.  Robinson,  in  his  edition  of  Calmef  s  dictionary, 
remarks  on  this  passage,  that  ''  this  mode  of  selecting  an  in- 
scription to  a  poem  or  work  is  common  in  the  East;  so  in  the 
Koran,  the  second  Sura  is  entitled  the  caw,  firom  the  incidental 
mention  in  it  of  the  red  heifer  (comp.  Numb.  xix.  2).  In  a 
similar  manner  the  names  of  the  Pentateuch  in  the  Hebrew 
Bibles  are  merely  the  first  word  in  each  book.''  To  bracket  ke- 
eheth  as  an  interpolation  would  be  absurd,  as  the  meaning  is 
obvious,  and  there  is  nothing  to  shew  that  the  word  is  *'  redun- 
dant,'' or  out  of  place,  where  it  is. 

(8.)  **  1  Sam.  xiii.  1,  '  Saul  reigned  one  year,  and  when  he 
had  mgned  two  years  over  Israel.'  So  the  incompleteness  of 
the  text  in  2  Kings  xxv.  8,  where  the  word  'fourth^  is  supplied 
by  the  translation  from  Jer.  lii.  6,  should  be  indicated  in  some 
further  manner." 

The  literal  meaning  of  1  Sam.  xiii.  1  is,  ''  the  son  of  a  year 
was  Saul  in  his  reigning,"  and  ought  certainly  to  have  been  thus 
translated  in  the  A.  V.  (although  it  is  given  in  the  margin) ;  as 
the  verse  at  present  reads,  one  clause  contradicts  the  other.  The 
words  evidently  mean  that  at  the  time  certain  things  happened, 
Saul  had  reigned  one  year,  and  when  he  had  ventured  on  the 
second  year  of  his  reign,  the  subsequent  events  happened.  Lu- 
ther has,  ''Saul  was  a  year  king,"  etc.  Trem.  and  Junius, 
"  Saul  living  in  his  reign  one  year  (but  he  reigned  over  Israel 
two  years)  did "  so  and  so.  The  Vulgate,  "  The  son  of  one 
year  was  Saul  when  he  began  to  reign,  but  he  reigned  two  years 
over  Israel,"  etc.,  thus  making  Saul  king  when  he  was  only  a 
year  old !  Dr.  Samuel  Lee  and  others  have  maintained  that 
''  the  verse  is  not  in  the  Septuagint ;"  it  is  however,  given  in  the 
printed  copy  published  by  Drs.  Stier  and  Theile  (Bielefield, 
1851),  with  a  note  stating  that  it  is  found  in  many  codices  fin 
mult.  codd.J  That  the  Hebrew  text  can  be  explained  is  certain, 
and  that  it  can  be  translated  is  also  certain,  and  as  no  one  has 
yet  proved  it  to  be  corrupt,  it  cannot  be  left  out  of  any  transla- 
tion of  the  Scriptures.  The  same  can  be  affirmed  of  2  Kings 
xxv.  3,  A.  v.,  "And  on  the  ninth  day  of  the  fourth  month," 
etc.,  with  reference  in  the  margin  to  Jer.  xxxix.  2 ;  lii.  6.  The 
LXX.,  Vulgate,  and  Luther,''  all  translate  literally.  Had  the 
text  been  considered  incomplete  by  these  translators,  they  cer- 
tainly would  not  have  done  so,  and  although  the  A.  V.  has  in 
italics  day  vaxifourthj  it  is  wrong  to  assert  that  therefore  our 
translators  understood  the  text  to  be  incomplete,  because  with- 

^  In  some  editions  we  find  [Jierten]  monah. 
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out  the  words  in  italics  the  passage  is  perfectly  clear  and  inteU 
ligible.  When  a  reference  to  another  passage  can  supply  such 
word^j  the  reference  only  should  be  made  and  the  passage  trans^ 
lated  literally^  so  that  no  one  unacquainted  with  the  original 
may  suppose  that  the  text  is  incomplete.  But  when  in  reading 
the  passage  without  the  italics^  the  reader  finds  it  to  be  complete, 
he  will  at  once  understand  the  motive  for  printing  them.  This 
passage,  however,  is  only  one  of  the  many  verses  in  the  A,  V., 
where  italics  are  out  of  place. 

'^  2  Chron.  xxii.  2  should  be  noted  as  corrupt  with  reference 
note  to  2  Kings  viii.  26,  where  his  age  is  given  as  twenty-two 
years.''  Here  there  is  certainly  an  apparent  error,  as  the  age  given 
in  Kings  is  considered  by  Mr.  Blunt  (and  others)  to  be  the  cor- 
rect one,  and  he  remarks  that  the  identity  of  names  in  the  two 
families  renders,  whilst  it  lasts,  the  contemporary  history  of  the 
two  kingdoms  extremely  complicated  and  embarrassing.  As  it 
is  stated  at  the  end  of  the  21st  chapter  that  Ahaziah's  father 
died  at  the  age  of  40,  the  apparent  error  in  the  Hebrew  text 
is  one  of  a  few  which  makes  it  desirable  that  MSS.  ought  to 
be  sought  for  and  carefully  examined,  as  it  has  been  well  re* 
marked  by  a  late  eminent  Hebrew  scholar,  "  We  have  cause  to 
be  thankful  that,  through  God's  good  providence,  the  present 
Hebrew  text  has  been  handed  down  to  us  with  such  care  and 
jfidelity,  as  to  be  capable  of  comparatively  very  little  improve- 
xnent^  by  the  aid  of  the  immense  number  of  MSS.  and  editions 
collated  by  Dr.  Kennicott"*  (/.  S.  2..,  Oct.,  1856). 

But  although  it  is  granted  that  in  this  single  instance  an 
error  may  have  crept  into  the  text,  yet  we  affirm  and  maintain 
on  undoubted  evidence  that  the  critic  whose  remarks  we  have 
ei^amined  and  found  untenable,  is  totally  unable  to  prove  the 
truth  of  his  statement,  that  the  texts  are  corrupt  or  irreconcil- 
able ^'  in  which  large  and  impossible  numbers  are  recorded  as 
the  sum  of  the  treasures  said  to  have  been  amassed  by  David 
for  the  building  of  the  temple,  and  the  totals  given  of  the  fight- 
ing men  of  Israel  and  Judah,  in  2  Sam.  xxiv.  2;  1  Chron.  xxi.  5, 
wluch  are  mutually  irreconcilable  and  also  excessive." 

As  many  eminent  commentators,  who  have  written  on  the 
subject,  reconcile  and  do  not  consider  corrupt  the  numbers 
given  of  the  tribes  of  Israel  and  Judah,  it  is  sufficient  to  state 
that  although  they  appear  excessive,  yet  no  one  is  justified 
in  considering  the  passages  as  corrupt  (as  Dr.  Clarke  has  done) 


•  If  any  of  our  readers  have  it  in  their  power  to  refer  to  the  collations  of 
De  Rossi  and  Dr.  Pinner,  perhaps  they  will  examine  them  to  see  if  they  give  a 
different  reading  to  2  Chrou.  xxii.  2. 
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or  mtraiislateftble.  The  numbers  ghren  of  the  treasnres  col- 
lected b^  DaTid  for  the  temple  are  certainly  laige,  bat  &r 
from  Imng  imposeible.  The  anm  collected,  contributed,  and 
accamulated  for  the  temple  has  been  cakmlated  at  the  gross 
▼alae  of  £989,029,687;  this  large  sum  was  obtained  in  the 
course  of  forty  years,  and  it  has  been  proved  to  be  lai^er  than 
the  quantity  raised  in  aU  the  mines  in  the  known  world  these 
last  fifkr-five  years.  Are  the  statements  of  Scripture  to  be  ques- 
tioned because,  we  who  live  in  the  nineteenth  century  cannot 
remember  an  accumulation  of  the  pieeioos  metals,  compared  to 
that  made  by  one  nation  1014  b.o.  (a.m.  2990)  ?  Certainly  not ; 
for  the  ezperienee  of  the  present  can  never  be  the  test  of  past 
ages.  The  calculation  is  the  highest  that  can  be  given,  and  is 
perhaps  too  lai^,  yet  no  one  can  deny  that  when  correct  returns 
are  obtained  from  Califoniia  and  Aintralia,  it  may  not  only  be 
eqmdled  but  greatly  surpassed.  In  different  ages  historians  re- 
hte  that  gold  a^  silver  have  been  accumularted  by  different 
individual  and  nations,  in  partienlar  localities  and  in  certain 
countries,  now  remarkable  for  the  absence  of  the  precious  metals. 
That  such  accumulations  were  made  is  not  only  possible,  but 
cannot  be  doubted  by  any  one  willing  to  believe  evidence  of  the 
highest  kind,  and  not  only  does  this  evidence  exist,  but  inde- 

Jendent  of  it,  such  accumulations  must,  in  the  natiu*e  of  things 
ave  been  made,  because  banking  being  then  unknown,  the 
practice  of  hoarding  was  carried  to  a  very  great  extent  in  ancient 
times,  hence  the  reason  why  Greek  and  Roman  ccHns  are  dis- 
covered in  many  parts  of  Europe,  Asia  and  Africa ;  trade  and 
commerce  were  then  in  their  infancy,  and  could  not  as  in  mo- 
dem times  induce  communities  to  allow  their  supply  of  the 
precious  metals  to  circulate  for  the  benefit  of  mankind  in  gene- 
ral. The  treasures  of  gold  and  silver  in  ancient  times  was  so 
immense,  that  not  only  have  individuals,  wetl-qusilified  to  give 
an  opinion,  maintained  that  gold  and  t^lver  were  much  more 
plentiful  in  ancient  than  they  have  been  in  modem  timea^  but 
the  late  Sir  W^  Drummond  believed,  and  published  his  opinum 
in  the  Classieai  Journal,  that  the  ancients  were  acquainted  with 
the  art  of  transmuting  the  baser  metals  into  gold !  Are  the  pas- 
sages in  the  Greek  and  Latin  writers,  which  give  statements  of 
large  sums,  to  be  considered,  like  those  in  the  Hebrew  text,  de- 
fective, redundant,  corrupt,  and  untranslateable  ?  Solomon,  by 
his  commerce,  had  a  yearly  supply  of  nearly  i£6,000,00O;  are  we 
also  to  consider  the  passages  where  this.  is.  stated,  to  be  corrupt? 
Is  2  Chron.  xi.  9  corrupt,  simply  because  it  contains  the  state- 
ment that  the  Queen  of  Sheba  gave  to  Solomon  in  gold  £667,000? 
Are  the  translators  to  leave  out  as  a  redimdant  and  cfwnipt  pas- 
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S8ge,  the  ninth  verse  of  the  third  ehapter  of  Esther^  as  it  states 
thatHaman  offered  to  give  to  those  who  would  destroy  the  Jews 
iea,000,000  (according  to  the  Jewish  talent ;  ie^^ll9>000  aeeord- 
iiig  to  the  Babyknosh)?  When  Hevodotos  states  that  Pythii» 
poasessed  in  the  time  of  Xerxes^  nearly  a  half  of  all  the  gold 
in  present  nse^  hia  assertion  according  to  the  critical  rales  of  ocir 
reviewer^  is  just  an  impossibility^  and  his  text  is  therefore  corrupt! 
And  some  great  scholar  must  alter  the  text  of  Pliny^  for  he  says 
that  Cyrus  took  from  Asia  in  gold  and  silver  £126,224,000.  All 
the  instances  given  by  Sir  G.  Wilkinson  in  his  Ancient  Egyptians y 
and  by  Gibbon  in  his  celebrated  history,  proving,  or  at  least 
attempting  to  do  so,  the  truth  of  the  statements  made  as  to  the 
amount  of  ancient  wealth  are  fallacious,  as  they  are  founded  on 
mere  assertions  found  in  ancient  writers,  the  text  of  whose 
works  are  corrupt  and  should  certainly  be  altered ! 

'^  K  Scriptare,  tkough  derived  from  l^avealy  birth, 
Has  been  but  caielesaLy  pieserved  on  earth ; 
If  God's  own  people,  who  of  God  before 

.  Knew  what  we  know,  and  had  been  promised  more. 
In  fuller  terms,  of  heaven's  assisting  care. 
And  who  did  neither  time  nor  study  spare. 
To  keep  this  Book  untainted,  unperplexed. 
Let  IB  gross  errors  to  corrupt  the  text, 
Onaitted  paragraphs^  embroiled  the  sense. 
With  vadn.  traditions  stopped  the  gaping  fence, 
Wfaicli  every  common;  hand  pulled  up  with  ease. 
What  safety  from;  such  brushwood  bdpa  as  these  ? 
If  written  words  &om  time  are  not  secured. 
How  can,  we  think  have  oral  sounds  endured."/ 

Although  we  have  proved  that  the  criticism  on  the  present 
translation  of  the  Scriptures,  which  we  have  just  examined,  is 
contrary  to  all  received  opinions,  yet  it  is  not  to  be  imagined 
that  we  deny  the  necessity  of  a  new  translation.  If  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  are  to  have  another  Author- 
ized Version  of  the  Old  and  New  Testaments,  we  sincerely  hope 
that  certain  renderings  will  be  altered  by  the  translators ;  for 
example,  the  most  incorrect  translation  of  2  Sam.  xii.  31,  where 
we  have  **  and  put  under  saws,''  etc. ;  as  the  dreadful  punish- 
ment of  the  saw  was- unknown  to  the  ancient  Hebrews,  it  ought 
to  be  translated  ^^  and  put  to  or  unto  (a)  saws,"  etc.,  i,  c,  made 
them  slaves.    The  use  made  of  such  translations  by  those  un- 

/  Bryden's  BeUgio  Laid  ought  to  be  read  by  the  \<rriter  in  the  Westminsier 
^eviemi  and  by  aH*  those  who  may  be  of  his  ophlioA ;  if  they  hare  read  it,  they  are 
reoomnMAed  toperose  it  agaiii. 
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friendly  to  Christianity  is  known  to  every  one ;  and  the  passage 
just  quoted  gives  an  example,  as  the  reader  has  only  to  look  at 
Gibbon's  first  note  to  the  sixteenth  chapter  of  his  Decline  and 
Fall,  where,  presuming  on  his  reader's  ignorance  of  the  original, 
he  states  that  the  unhappy  victims  of  the  Jews  "  were  sawn 
asunder  according  to  a  precedent  to  which  David  had  given  the 
sanction  of  his  example  I" 


THE  STATE  OF  THE  HEATHEN  WORLD  COySIDEBBD  IN 
RELATION  TO  CHRISTIANITY. 

Those  amongst  our  readers  who  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
attending  missionary  meetings,  will  doubtless  remember  that  the 
favourite  argument  used  on  such  occasions  was  the  non-salva- 
bility  of  the  heathen.  They  were  commonly  spoken  of  as  the 
perishing  heathen,  and  were  assumed  to  be  left  to  perish,  not 
on  account  of  their  moral  degradation,  but  because  they  were 
considered  as  in  no  way  the  subjects  of  the  Almighty  Father's 
paternal  care.  The  sole  exceptions  were  understood  to  be  that 
infinitesimally  small  number  who  are,  or  have  been  from  time 
to  time,  converted  to  Christianity  through  the  instrumentality 
of  Protestant  missions.  These,  and  these  only  were  represented 
as  being  precious  in  God's  sight,  because  their  election  was 
foreseen  from  the  foundation  of  the  world.  That  such  were 
the  common  assumptions  made  on  these  occasions,  the  Record 
newspaper  admits,  for  that  newspaper  has  warmly  defended  the 
monstrous  idea  in  question,  and  administered  a  sound  rebuke  to 
the  North  British  Review  for  adopting  the  more  reasonable  and 
charitable  opinion. 

We  are  willing  to  admit  that  these  opinions  are  neither 
peculiar  to  our  own  day,  nor  to  the  party  represented  by  the 
Record;  and  that  much  which  enlightened  Christians  now  hold 
to  be  opposed  to  divine  justice  may  be  found  in  the  writings  of 
individual  Fathers,  as  well  as  of  Beformers.  Still,  in  so  im- 
portant a  question  as  that  of  the  possibility  or  impossibility  of 
the  salvation  of  so  many  hundreds  of  millions  of  our  fellow 
creatures,  we  think  it  right  to  divest  ourselves  of  exclusive 
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devotion  to  authorities^  however  high^  and  to  admit  nothing  as 
conclusive  save  Holy  Scripture^  and  (if  it  could  be  ascertained) 
universal  consent.  Our  readers  will  not  suppose  that  we  under- 
irate  the  incalculably  great  service  rendered  to  the  Church  by 
the  illustrious  St.  Augustine^  if  we  state  onr  belief  that  the 
dogma  we  are  combating  took  its  rise  from  the  Predestinarian 
views  advocated  by  that  father.  Providentially  raised  up  to 
vindicate  the  necessity  of  the  grace  of  God  against  the  heresies 
of  Pelagius  and  his  followers^  it  cannot  be  denied  that  St. 
Augustine  has  ventured  on  some  very  strong  statements  on  the 
non-salvability  of  the  unbaptized^  and  that  to  him  we  are  mainly 
indebted  for  the  pressing  of  the  favourite  ecclesiastic  dogma^ 
in  more  recent  times  so  fearfully  abused  by  the  Roman  Churchy 
Extra  eccksiam  nulla  salus. 

The  question  then  is^  does  Holy  Scripture  speak  of  the 
Heathen  in  such  a  way  as  to  compel  us  to  conclude  against  the 
possibility  of  their  being  saved  (as  heathen)  ?  We  most  empha- 
tically declare  our  pwn  conviction  that  it  does  not.  There  are, 
no  doubt,  texts  which  taken  apart  from  their  context,  and  from 
pthers  apparently  contradictory  to  them,  seem  convincing  enough 
to  a  one-sided  theology;  but  we  are  quite  sure  that  they  are  neither 
sufficiently  numerous  nor  definite  to  carry  such  a  conviction  to 
any  one  acquainted  with  the  actual  state  and  condition  of  the 
Heathen  themselves ;  or  whose  mind  is  imbued  with  just  and 
enlightened  notions  with  respect  to  the  attributes  of  God. 

Our  conclusions  with  respect  to  the  heathen  world  would 
therefore  take  either  of  the  following  forms : 

I.  That  Our  race  is  so  utterly  fallen,  so  totally  depraved  that 
no  good  whatever  is  left  in  us  naturally  ,*  that  we  are  literally 
dead  in  trespasses  and  sins;  and  the  necessary  corollary,  that 
having  thus  come  under  the  wrath  of  God  (and  Christ  only 
dying  for  the  elect)  all  are  left  to  perish  save  true  believers  in 
Christianity.     Or,  on  the  other  hand, 

II.  Admitting  the  statement  of  Article  IX.  of  the  Church 
of  England  that  man  is  very  far  gone,  qiuim  longissime  distet, 
from  original  righteousness,  he  is  yet  possessed  of  sense  and 
conscience  j  that  his  corruption  is  not  so  entire  as  to  make  the 
substance  of  his  nature  evil  altogether :  but  that  whilst  incapable 
of  thinking  one  absolutely  good  thought,  or  doing  one  good  act, 
our  thoughts  and  acts  are  so  far  qualified,  that  whilst  evil  con-* 
tinually  with  respect  to  the  holiness  of -God,  they  are  not  pure 
nnmixed  evil  like  the  wickedness  of  the  devil ;  and  the  necessary 
corollary  that,  admitting  with  our  Article  X.  that  'Hhe  condition 
of  man  after  the  fall  is  such,  that  he  cannot  turn  and  prepare 
himself,  by  his  own  natural  strength  and  good  works,  to  faith 

VOL.  v. — NO.  IX.  L 
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and  calling  upon  GKkl/'  and  ''that  we  have  no  power  to  do  good 
works  pleasant  and  acceptable  to  (}od  without  the  grace  of  God 
by  Christ  preventing  ns^  that  we  may  have  a  good  will^  and 
working  with  us  when  we  hare  that  good  will/'  we  are  yet 
justified  in  concluding  that  the  grace  of  God  does  prevent  and 
assist  the  heathen^  that  God's  spirit  does  to  some  extent  strive 
within  them. 

Emphatically  we  declare  the  latter  to  be  our  own  conviction, 
emphatically  we  declare  our  persuasion  that  the  former  opposite 
belief  is  contradictory  to  every  right  notion  of  the  Supreme 
Being.  It  Mis  short  of  the  belief  of  the  heathen  themselves. 
The  Cilician  poet,  whom  St.  Paul  quotes  to  the  Athenians,  had 
attained  to  nobler  conceptions  of  the  Almighty  Father ;  he  could 
grasp  the  idea  that  we  are  all  the  offspring  of  God.  ToO  yap 
KoX  yivo^  icfUp.* 

The  texts  commonly  cited  by  those  who  maintain  the  total 
depravity  of  the  human  race  are  Gen.  vi.  5  ;  viii.  21 ;  1  Kings 
viii.  46 ;  Ecdes.  vii.  29 ;  Jer.  xvii.  9.  St.  Paul's  statements 
with  respect  to  the  law  of  the  flesh  and  the  spirit,  Rom.  viii,* 
Gal.  v.,  etc.,  together  with  David's  confessions  of  humflity,  Ps. 
li.,  etc. 

With  respect  to  these  and  similar  passages  we  would  venture 
to  propose  for  the  consideration  of  our  readers,  three  points. 

1.  That  none  of  these  passives  are  intended  to  be  philoso- 
phical or  theological  descriptions  of  the  exact  state  of  our  nature, 
like  the  account  of  the  formation  of  the  race  from  the  dust  of 
the  earth. 

2.  That  Gen.  vi.  5 ;  viii.  21,  and  we  believe  all  texts  of  a 
similar  character  speak  of  man  as  he  has  made  himself  by 
acquired  habit,  and  not  simply  as  he  is  bom. 

3.  That  the  texts  in  the  Psalms  and  St.  Paul's  Epistles  are 
to  be  understood  as  expressions  of  personal  humility. 

4.  That  several  passages  shew  (what  universal  experience 
confirms)  that  some  relics  of  the  Divine  image  are  still  preserved 
to  us.  We  would  specially  call  attention  to  Gen.  ix.  6,  where 
the  reason  why  death  is  to  be  inflicted  on  the  murderer  is  shewn 
to  be,  because  in  the  image  of  God  made  he  man ;  a  reason 
that  would  have  no  force  whatever  if  that  image  were  altogether 
lost.  Again,  Gen.  vi.  3,  "My  spirit  shall  not  always  strive 
with  man,"  shews  that  up  to  that  period  God's  spirit  did  still 
exert  its  influences  on  the  soul.  If  the  opponents  of  the  views 
we  are  advocating  press  closely  the  force  of  texts  which  do 
seem  to  them  to  speak  so  decisively  on  the  entire  corruption  of 

«  Aratiis,  B.C.  278. 
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our  race^  we  are  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  such  passages  as 
Job  xxvii.  3^  and  xxx.  3^  4.  ''All  the  time  my  breath  is  in 
me^  and  the  spirit  of  Ood  is  in  my  nostrils^  my  lips  shall  not 
speak  wickedness^  nor  my  heart  utter  deceit.  My  words  shall 
be  of  the  uprightness  of  my  hearty  and  my  lips  shall  utter  know- 
ledge clearly.  The  spirit  of  Grod  hath  made  me^  and  the  breath 
of  the  Almighty  hath  given  me  life/' 

The  condusion  then  at  which  we  ourselves  have  arrived  with 
respect  to  man  unrenewed  is  this^  that  at  the  fall  our  race  lost 
certain  gifts  and  powers  supernatural^  which^  like  King  (Eolus's 
power  over  the  winds^  restrained  the  otherwise  discordant  ele- 
ments of  our  being.  These  gifts  the  fathers  and  schoolmen  called 
the  omamentum  natura.  They  believed  them  to  be  involved  in  the 
expressions — the  image  and  Ukeness  of  Ood^  and  unHke  some  of 
the  foreign  reformers  they  considered  them  to  be  superadded  gifts 
beyond  nature.* 

To  our  own  minds  this  account  of  the  fall  is  the  only  one 
that  frees  the  doctrine  from  the  Manichean  notions  of  the  objec- 
tive and  substantial  character  of  evil,  and  rescues  it  from  the 
frightM  heresies  broached  on  the  subject  by  some  of  the  conti- 
nental reformers.  It  represents  the  &11  to  have  entailed  a  dis- 
organization in  the  physical  and  moral  constituents  of  our  being, 
resulting  from  the  loss  of  gifts  and  powers  supernatural  that 
would  otherwise  have  warded  off  decay  in  the  body,  and  res- 
trained the  passions  of  the  soul.  With  St.  Augustine  it  shews 
evil  to  be  the  "  pervertion  of  good.''*'  On  such  a  theory  we  may 
thankfoUy  afBrm  whatever  of  good  we  see  in  any  man  to  be  from 
Ood ;  human  actions  are  made  to  partake  of  the  mixed  character 
of  the  man  himsdf.  They  are  evil  when  compared  with  the 
holiness  of  Gt>d :  they  are  not  altogether  and  absolutely  evil. 

And  consistently  with  such  a  conviction  of  the  actual 
state  of  man  by  nature,  we  proceed  to  the  further  conclusion 
that  'Hhe  Lord  and  GivCT  of  life"  has  nowhere  allowed  the 
spark  to  expire  and  the  creature  altogether  to  apostatize.  To 
say  nothing  here  of  the  witness  of  what  is  called  natural  theo- 
logy, of  which  St.  Paul  speaks  so  plainly  in  Rom.  i.  20,  and 
which  no  man  could  receive  were  lie  totally  lost,  or  be  either 
excusable  or  accusable  (Bom.  ii.  15) ;  the  passages  quoted 
above  (and  many  more  might  be  adduced),  with  individual 
"^stances,  such  as  Abraham  before  the  covenant  of  circumcision, 

^  Such  of  our  readers  as  are  desirous  of  pursuing  tbe  subject  will  find  this  view  of 
the  case  ably  set  forth  by  Bishop  Bull  in  his  Treatise  on  the  State  of  Man  before  the 
^«fl,  illustrated  by  a  multitude  of  patristic  authorities  by  Bishop  Jolly  on  Baptismal 
Regeneration,  and  in  Mohler  on  Symbolism. 

^  St.  Aug.,  Enchind.  ad  Laurent. 
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the  father-in-law  of  Mcnes,  Balaam,  Job,  etc.,  etc.,  shew  that  God's 
Holy  Spirit  never  ceased  to  be  present  as  an  energizing  and  direct^ 
ing  agent.  We  hope  presently  to  shew  the  difference  between  the 
operations  within  and  without  the  church,  before  and  after  the 
incarnation,  but  we  pause  to  ask  our  learned  readers  if  their 
classical  studies  do  not  bear  them  out  in  such  an  estimate  of  the 
heathen  world  ?  If  the  human  race  is  totally  corrupt  and  the 
Sacred  Dove  has  spread  its  wings  and  deserted  the  entire  race 
with  the  sole  exception  of  the  few  in  outward  and  visible  com- 
munion with  the  Son  of  Ood,  we  challenge  our  opponents  to 
account  for  the  actual  virtues,  the  self-sacrifices,  the  constancy  in 
friendship,  the  patriotism  to  be  found  amongst  certain  of  the 
heathen.  We  challenge  them  to  explain  why  in  the  mytholc^es 
of  every  country  under  heaven  we  find  longings  for  a  higher 
and  holier  destiny  than  this  earth  supplies,  complaints  of  the 
tyranny  of  evil,  of  the  usurpation  of  might  over  right,  and  yet 
convictions  that  the  Supreme  Being  is  nevertheless  no  uncon- 
cerned spectator  of  what  goes  on,  and  that  ultimately  justice 
and  righteousness  will  prevail.  Surely  these  things  are  utterly 
unaccountable  on  the  absurd  supposition  of  the  total  and  entire 
depravity  of  the  human  race,  and  the  absence  of  the  influences 
of  Ood's  spirit,  unless,  indeed,  we  are  prepared  to  adopt  the 
frightful  alternative  of  Melancthon,  that  the  constancy  of 
Socrates,  the  chastity  of  Xenocrates,  and  the  temperance  of 
Zeno  were  vices  and  not  virtues.^.  If  our  readers,  with  ourselves, 
are  not  afraid  of  truth  by  whomsever  spoken,  they  will  pardon 
our  introducing  the  following  observations  firom  the  great  Bomish 
doctor  and  opponent  of  Oerman  infidelity.  Dr.  Mohler.  (The 
chapters  on  original  sin  and  the  state  of  the  heathen  world  are 
all  well  worth  a  careful  study).  **  It  is  foi^otten  that  when  Gk>d 
makes  man  the  mere  mechanical  instrument  of  his  activity — 
when  there  occurs  in  man  a  violent  obliteration  (so  revolting  to 
all  rational,  and  still  more,  to  all  Christian  minds)  of  a  natural 
spiritual  faculty,  and  indeed  the  moral  and  religious  faculty, 
(the  prerogative  which  solely  and  truly  distinguishes  him  from 
the  brute)  sin  then  from  Adam  to  Christ  mtist  be  a  thing 
nnknowny*  and  all  moral  must  be  transferred  into  physical  evil. 
How  should  man  sin,  when  he  has  not  even  the  faintest  know* 
ledge  of  Ood,  and  of  his  awn  destination ;  when  he  has  not  the 
faculty  to  will  what  is  holy ;  when  he  is  even  devoid  of  freedom  ? 
He  may  rave,  he  may  be  furious,  he  may  destroy ;  but  his  mode 

^  Esto  fiierit  qusedam  in  Socrate  constantia  in  Xenocrate  castitas,  in  Zenone  tem- 
perantia . . .  non  debent  pro  yens  virtatibas  sed  pro  vitiis  haberL — Melanc,  loc. 
Theolog.,  p.  22. 

"  The  italics  are  our  own. 
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of  acting  cannot  be  considered  other  than  that  of  a  savage 
beast^'     (Mohler,  On  Symbolism,  p.  91,  English  translation^). 

Again^  in  the  whole  ancient  worlds  we  discern  a  seeking  after 
truth.  Let  us  but  consider  what  that  signifies  ?  If  none  by 
their  own  faculties  were  enabled  to  discover  it  (for  to  every 
creature  it  must  be  communicated),  still  it  was  the  object  of 
desire.  The  man  all  evil,  the  man  who  hath  been  despoiled  of 
all  spiritual  powers,  in  whom  the  likeness  of  God  hath  been 
utterly  effaced,  strives  not  after  truth,  and  cannot  so  strive. 
Undoubtedly,  truth  was  but  too  frequently  sought  for  in  this 
world  of  creatures ;  and  it  was  only  rarely  that  man  could  per- 
suade himself  to  raise  a  look  of  joy  up  to  heaven.  But  if  we 
discover  one  such  example  only,  it  can  then  be  no  longer  a 
matter  of  doubt  that  man  could  do  so  when  he  wished,  and  the 
freedom  bom  of  the  fallen  creature  is  fully  established  (Ibid, 
p.  102,  vol.  i.) 

How  gratefully,  after  wading  through  the  mass  of  contradic- 
tory matter  that  has  been  written  by  divines  to  prove  the  utter 
desertion  of  his  creatures  by  their  Heavenly  Father,  our  minds 
should  revert  to  Bishop  Butler^s  truthful  and  philosophical 
account  of  human  nature,^  and  to  the  convincing  fact,  that  the 
holy  apostles  themselves,  in  their  dealings  with  Gentile  equally 
with  Jew,  with  Barbarian,  Scythian,  bond  or  free,  appeal  at  once 
to  the  moral  sense  of  mankind,  never  even  defining  the  nature  of 
virtues,  such  as  justice,  temperance,  and  the  like ;  but  assuming 
the  knowledge  of  them  to  be  inherent  in  the  reason,  and  wit- 
nessed to  by  the  conscience.  Surely  such  a  view  as  the  one  we 
have  taken  must  vindicate  itself  to  the  mind  of  every  one  who 
is  not  wedded  to  a  theory,  nor  afraid  to  think  or  speak  on  divine 
truth,  except  through  the  dicta  of  a  narrow  and  fast  waning 
theology.  It  is  surely  something  to  shew  that  there  is  a  law  of 
natursd  religion  by  which  the  Gentiles  shall  be  judged,  that  there 
is  in  their  case  an  affiatum  spiritus  still  keeping  within  the  soul 
the  little  spark  of  life ;  that  everywhere  there  were  some  who 
"  were  feeling  after  God  if  haply  they  might  find  him,''  and  that 
it  is  a  cardinal  verity  and  care  of  the  divine  moral  government, 
equally  applying  to  the  swarthy  African,  as  to  the  fair  inhabitant 


/  We  have  not  space  for  further  quotations,  but  our  readers  will  find  much  inter- 
esting matter  on  the  state  of  the  heathen  world  in  Stanley  Faber's  Hor€B  Mo8aic€e,  in 
the  same  author's  Eight  Dissertations  on  certain  connected  Prophetical  Passages 
bearing  nwre  or  less  upon  the  Promise  of  a  Mighty  Deliverer ,  in  Maurice  on  the 
ReligUm  cf  the  World,  French's  Hulsean  Lectures,  Blakesley's  Condones  Jcademica, 
and  in  the  Jsiatic  Researches,  The  subject  is  so  interesting  that  we  think  it  would 
amply  repay  a  closer  and  more  extensive  study. 

9  Analogy,  part  i..  Of  the  Moral  Government  of  God,  etc. 


160  The  State  of  the  Heathen  World  [April, 

of  the  north,  that  in  "  every  nation  he  that  feareth  God  and 
worketh  righteooBness  is  accepted  of  him/'  and  that  in  the 
words  of  the  Christian  poet,  "  he  knew  them  whom  they  never 
knew.''  Nor  would  such  a  conclnsion  as  this  in  any  way  con- 
tradict St.  Paul's  sad  description  of  the  too  great  majority  of 
the  heathen  in  his  day.  That  account  we  believe  to  have  been 
strictly  and  painfully  true.  Every  scholar  can  establish  its  tmlli 
from  the  testimonies  of  Greek  and  Latin  satirists  and  historians, 
but  it  shews  the  true  reason  of  that  fearful  decay  of  morals : 
not  God's  withholding  all  knowledge  of  himself,  but  ''because 
when  they  knew  God  they  glorified  him  not  as  God,  neither 
were  thankful ;  but  became  vain  in  their  imaginations,  and  their 
foolish  heart  was  darkened — wherefore  God  gave  them  up,"  etc. 
(Komi.  2»— 24). 

But  here  it  may  be  said,  does  not  such  an  estimate  of  the  state 
of  the  heathen  world  weaken  the  obligation  to  preach  the  Gospel  ? 
The  objection  has  actually  been  made  by  the  parties  referred  to 
at  the  commencement  of  this  paper^  and  it  has  been  assumed 
that  the  consequence  would  be  a  decay  of  missionary  exertion. 
For  ourselves,  we  are  not  careful  to  answer  in  thb  matter ;  for  if 
the  zeal  of  the  frequenters  of  platfbrm  meetings  has  to  be  kept  up 
by  an  unhealthy  excitement,  arising  out  of  unjust  and  unscrip- 
tural  views  of  the  dealings  of  Gk)d  with  his  creatures,  the  sooner 
it  expires  the  better.  It  surely  is  a  sufficient  motive  to  excite 
to  noble  Christian  self-denying  exertion  that  our  Lord^has  com- 
manded the  Gospel  to  be  preached  to  every  creature,  and  that 
whatever  may  be  the  regard  in  which  the  Creator  holds  those 
who  are  out  of  the  pale  of  the  visible  church,  the  Gospel  is  the 
power  of  God  unto  salvation  to  every  one  that  believeth  (Bom. 
i.  16).  We  are  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  any  notion  of  God's 
arbitrary  selection  of  individuals  can  add  weight  to  the  duty 
incumbent  on  every  one  to  make  known  to  others  the  unsearch- 
able riches  of  Christ,  or  that  we  need  anything  more  exciting 
than  truthful  accounts  o(  the  moral  degradation  c^  the  savage 
tribes,  who  are  the  subjects  of  our  missionary  operations,  and  of 
the  miracles  of  grace  which  are  wrought,  when  converts  are  found 
at  the  feet  of  Jesus  clothed  in  their  right  mind. 

We  may  grant  to  the  heathen  to  the  full  the  benefits  arising 
from  a  nature  not  totally  depraved,  of  a  spirit  of  life  still  striving 
within  him,  of  certain  traditional  glimmerings  of  truth ;  but 
what  is  this  compared  with  the  blessings  of  the  Gospel  ?  The 
difference  between  the  state  of  the  world  before  and  after  the 
Incarnation  is  not  solely,  with  all  deference  to  Bishop  Butler,* 

<*  Analogy t  p.  2,  On  the  Importance  of  Christiftnity. 
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^^  that  Cluistiamty  is  a  republic  of  the  law  of  natural  religion, 
with  more  light,  aud  with  circumstances  of  peculiar  advantages'^ 
(a  definition  which  has  always  seemed  to  us  much  to  underrate 
the  Gospel) :  but  that  it  is  a  di^ensution  of  grace,  whereby  the 
baptized  are  put  into  a  new  covenant,  relates  to  the  Ood-man, 
the  second  Adam,  the  second  Representative  of  our  race,  the 
beginning  of  the  new  Creation.  Whatever  the  heathen  or  the 
Jew  possessed,  they  were  not  gifted  with  the  'rraXvyyeyea-la,  the 
new  birth  of  water  and  the  Spirit.  They  had  not  that  tran- 
scendant  gift  of  which  St.  John  declares,  ^'  To  them  (i.  e.,  to 
Christians)  gave  he  power  to  become  the  sons  of  Grod,  even  to 
them  that  believe  on  his  name :  which  were  bom,  not  of  blood, 
nor  of  the  will  of  the  flesh,  nor  of  the  will  of  man,  but  of 
God.*''  Whatever  the  nature  of  the  spiritual  life  preserved  to 
the  heathen,  they  had  not  that  life  eternal,  the  essence  of  which 
is  to  know  the  only  true  God,  and  Jesus  Christ  whom  he  hath 
sent.  They  are  not  blessed  with  the  participation  in  that  flesh 
which  is  meat  indeed,  and  that  blood  which  is  drink  indeed, 
that  food  of  immortality,  wherewith  is  mystically  and  sacra- 
tnentally  o(»inected  the  resurrection  of  the  body,  and  the  life 
everlasting, /'Whoso  eateth  my  flesh,  and  drinketh  my  blood, 
hath  eternal  life,  and  /  tvill  raise  him  up  at  the  last  day."  And 
again:  "  He  that  eateth  me,  the  same  ^hall  live  by  me;  and  he 
that  eateth  of  this  bread  shall  live  for  ever."* 

Such,  then,  as  we  have  described,  being  the  natural  and 
spiritual  condition  of  the  heathen  world,  and  such  being  the 
dijaFerence  between  the  gifts  enjoyed  respectively  by  those  who 
are  without  and  within  the  Gospel  covenant  and  the  communion 
of  the  visible  church,  our  consideration  of  the  state  of  the 
heathen  with  respect  to  Christianity  might  take  this  practical 
form.  Are  our  missionaries  most  likely  to  gain  converts  by 
denouncing  them  and  their  forefathers  as  having  been  for  ages 
past  under  the  ban  of  the  divine  displeasure,  and  as  having  no 
interests  in  the  divine  counsels,  or  by  shewing  them  that  how- 
ever deeply  they  may  have  erred,  they  have  never  been  disowned 
by  their  heavenly  Father?  Should  we  be  most  likely  to  gain 
their  attention  and  win  their  hearts  by  disparaging  their  natural 
and  spiritual  gifts  so  as  to  mangify  the  Gt)spel,  by  contrast,  as 
it  were,  or  by  making  the  very  existence  of  these  endowments 
the  ground  and  assurance  that  there  are  still  choicer  blessings 
i^  store  for  them?  We  declare  it  to  be  our  own  convic- 
tion^ that  the  latter  is  the  wiser  course,  and  that  the  expe- 
rience of  every  Christian  missionary  capable  of  imdertaking  such 

»  St.  John  L  13.  «  St.  John  vi.  54,  57. 
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a  holy  calling,  will  confirm  onr  own  conviction,  that  in  aitempt- 
inff  to  convert  the  heathen,  the  only  safe  and  sacoeasfol  plaa 
wiU  be  to  find  ont  the  germ  of  truth  hidden  nnder  the  weigbt 
of  error,  to  separate  the  wheat  firom  the  chaff,  to  find  the  want 
which  such  truths  supplied ;  the  human  motives  to  which  they 
appealed;  firanklv,  to  admit  such  truths  and  such  longings  to 
be  firom  Ood,  and  then  to  shew  that  they  can  only  be  supplied 
by  the  gospel  of  our  salvation.  That  this  was  the  Apostles' 
mode  of  procedure  needs  no  proof;  to  the  Jews  and  proselytes 
they  appealed  to  the  law  and  the  Prophets ;  to  the  Greek,  St. 
Paul  was  not  afiraid  to  bring  in  the  aid  of  his  own  poets.  That 
it  would  be  the  wiser  course,  on  motives  of  human  prudence, 
cannot  but  be  admitted ;  for  the  best  means  of  convincing  an 
adversanr  has  always  been  found  to  consist  in  first  finding  out 
points  of  agreement,  and  firom  them  to  argue  to  those  of  dis- 
agreement. If,  then,  the  Christian  missionary  finds  anywhere 
tradition  of  a  common  Father  of  gods  and  men,  let  him  proclaim 
Ood  the  Father  who  has  made  him  and  all  the  world.  If  be 
discovers  latent  longings  for  the  advent  of  some  deliverer,  let 
him  proclaim  Gk)d  the  Son  who  hath  redeemed  him  and  all 
man^nd.  If  he  discovers  the  existence  within  of  influences 
above  mere  human  instinct,  let  him  proclaim  Ood  the  Holy 
Ohost  who  sanctifieth  all  the  elect  people  of  Ood.  If  he  finds 
dreams  afloat  of  Ood's  conversing  with  men,  of  Avatars  or 
manifestations  of  Deity  in  human  form,  let  him  tell  of  the 
Word  which  was  made  flesh,  and  dwelt  among  us.  If  he  finds 
sacrifice  everywhere  observed,  men  offering  their  sons  and  their 
daughters  unto  devils,  let  his  message  be  of  one  who  spared  not 
his  own  Son,  but  delivered  Him  up  for  us  all;  let  him  tell 
of  the  sacrifice  of  the  Cross,  where  "  mercy  and  truth  met  toge- 
ther, righteousness  and  peace  kissed  each  other.''  If,  lastly, 
through  east  and  west,  north  and  south,  the  Christian  missionary 
finds  that  his  less-favoured  brother  has  ever  dreamt  of  one  who 
has  passed  through  the  gloomy  portals  of  the  grave,  and  re- 
turned from  Elysian  fields  to  welcome  him  to  a  home  out  of 
sight;  yea,  let  him  listen,  though  it  be  but  to  the  tale  of  the 
poor  Indian,  of  a  place  wherein  his  body  shaU  no  longer  cast  its 
shadow,  where  he  and  his  faithful  dog  may  meet  again,  let  him 
(if  he  would  not  make  his  hearers  infidels),  let  him  not  say, 
^^  My  brother,  you  believe  a  lie ;"  but,  "  I  will  speak  to  you  of 
one  who  is  the  resurrection  and  the  life.  I  will  tell  you  of  new 
heavens  and  new  earth,  wherein  dwelleth  righteousness."  Let  him 
shew  that  all  these  longings  of  an  immortal  spirit  are  but  echoes 
of  the  voice  of  the  God  of  the  spirits  of  all  flesh,  shadows  and 
adumbrations  which  only  find  their  substance  and  reality  in  Christ. 

O.  H. 
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%*  In  the  January  number  of  the  Bihliotheca  Sacra  there  is  an 
excellent  paper  on  '*  The  Old  Testament  Saints  and  the  Messiah,"  in- 
tended to  shew  that  before  Christ  appeared,  the  old  dispensation  conveyed 
no  clear  knowledge  of  his  character  and  worth.  The  following  extract 
harmonizes  with  the  spirit  of  the  above  article. — Ed.  /.  S.  L, 

"  While  there  cannot  reasonably  be  any  doubt  that  a  knowledge  of 
the  grace  of  God  in  Christ,  is  instrumentaUy  the  best  adapted  and  most 
powerful  means  of  convicting  and  converting  sinners,  it  ^oes  not  thence 
follow  that  God  cannot  bring,  or  that  he  has  not  brought  them  to  repent- 
ance and  salvation  without  such  knowledge.  Bepeutance  is  a  saving 
grace,  as  well  as  faith  in  Christ.  And  where  one  of  them,  genuine  in  its 
character,  is  exercised,  the  other  infallibly  will  be,  if  the  subject  has  the 
requisite  knowledge.  Abraham  and  Job  were  doubtless  truly  penitent ; 
and  were  doubtless  pardoned  and  saved ;  though  not  knowing  of  Christ's 
atonement,  they  exercised  no  faith  in  him ;  and  John  Newton,  after  his 
conversion,  while  gathering  slaves  on  the  coast  of  Africa,  and  the  pioua 
ramseller  of  the  last  generation,  both,  by  believing  in  Christ,  were  in  a 
pardoned  and  a  salvable  state :  while  yet,  not  knowing  that  their  course 
of  life  was  sinful,  they  were  not  for  those  sins  penitent.  So  probably, 
Abraham,  Jacob,  David,  and  other  pious  men  of  their  times,  never 
repented  of  their  polygamy  and  concubinage,  because  they  never  knew 
that  these  were  great  sins ;  while  the  general  state  of  their  minds  in 
regard  to  right  and  mercy,  holiness  and  sin,  was  such,  that,  had  they 
been  enlightened  as  to  these  practices,  they  would  have  sorrowed  for 
them  unto  repentance. 

"  God  acts  on  the  general  principle  which  is  involved  in  the  remark 
of  Paul,  Eom.  ii.  12,  *  As  many  as  have  sinned  without  law  shall  perish 
without  law ;  and  as  many  as  have  sinned  in  the  law  shall  be  judged  by 
the  law.'  And  it  seems  to  be  reasonable,  if  not  expressly  scriptural,  to 
believe  that  God  never  requires  of  any  sinner  of  the  human  family,  in 
order  to  his  salvation,  that  which  he  has  not  the  knowledge  of,  and  the 
ability  to  perform ;  and  that  the  penitent  sinner  may,  so  far  as  his  own 
views,  feelings,  and  character  are  concerned,  be  in  a  salvable  state, 
though  he  may  never  have  been  informed  on  what  ground  God  can,  with 
propriety,  bestow  pardoning  mercy.  The  state  of  the  moral  affections  in 
man, — ^his  aversion  to  sin  and  his  desire  after  holiness, — all  that  can  be 
regarded  as  moral  excellence  in  the  renewed  sinner,  is  probably  not  less 
clearly  indicated  by  his  godly  sorrow  for  sin  and  his  hearty  striving  against 
It,  than  by  the  simple  act  of  faith  in  Christ." 
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%*  The  Bditor  begs  the  reader  will  beer  m  mind  thai  he  does  not  hold  himaelf 
retponaible  for  the  opinions  of  his  Ck>rre8pondent8. 


To  ike  EdUor  qfThe  Journal  qf  Sacred  LUeraiureJ' 

Sib, — I  beg  to  call  your  attention  and  that  of  tlie  leftden  of  jour 
most  inatmctive  periodical  to  two  texts  of  acknowledged  dtffienlty  in  t2» 
Epistle  to  the  Hebrews,  in  the  hope  of  eliciting  some  expression  of  opinion 
wnich  may  be  of  lasting  service  to  biblical  criticism. 

The  first  is  in  chap.  ▼.  7 ; — "  Who  in  the  days  of  his  flesb,  when  he 
had  oflfered  np  prayers  and  supplications  with  strong  cryii^  and  tears, 
unto  him  that  was  able  to  save  him  from  death,  and  was  heard  in  that  he 
feared." 

The  point  of  difficulty  lies  in  the  words  italicized.  The  great  majority 
of  commentators  interpret  them,  to  save  him  from  incurring  death,  i.  e,, 
from  dying,  and  refer  them  to  Gethsemane  when  our  Lord  so  prayed,  and 
was,  they  say,  conditionally  heard.  It  is  sufficient  to  mention  the  names  of 
Theodoret,  Gal?in,  Bengel,  Carpzov,  Paulus,  Tholudc,  Bleek,  Stuart,  Barnes, 
and  Ebrard.  The  last-mentioned  commentator  may  be  said  to  ^eak  for 
all  of  them. — "  the  reference  to  Gethsemane  is  unmistakeable." 

St.  Paul  means  then,  in  this  verse,  to  tell  the  Hebrews,  resting  his 
statement  on  the  authority  of  the  holy  evangelists,  that  our  Lord  prayed 
in  Gethsemane  that  he  might  not  drink  the  bitter  cup,  and  that  in  this 
prayer  he  was  heard,  being  strengthened  to  drink  it,  and  borne  through 
the  terrors  of  death.   (See  Stuart's  Commentary  on  the  Hebrews,  Exc.  xi.) 

Is  this  interpretation  satisfactory  P  I,  for  one,  do  not  think  it  so. 
Three  reasons  are,  in  my  mind,  decisive  against  it. 

1.  It  makes  the  Apostle  refer  to  one  passage  only  of  our  Saviour's 
eventful  history— his  prayer  on  the  eveniug  before  his  passion.  It  is  in- 
deed a  most  deeply  sacred  one ;  still  it  is  but  one.  But  St.  Paul's  words 
are  strained  by  such  a  meaning  being  affixed  to  them ;  he  is  evidently 
referring  to  something  habUual,  This  appears  from  the  words  themselves. 
It  was  not  on  one  occasion  only,  but  '*  in  the  days  of  his  flesh,"  i.  e.,  as 
Professor  Stuart  truly  'interprets,  during  his  mortal  condition  or  state, 
whilst  he  dwelt  on  earth  as  the  Logos  Incarnate,  that  he  offered  such  prayers 
and  tears.  It  appears  still  more  from  the  succeeding  context.  What  we 
translate  "  was  heard  "  is  a  participle,  and  not  a  tense.  The  sense  does 
not  therefore  terminate  with  verse  7,  but  goes  on  to  verse  8 ;  the  entire 
statement  of  the  apostle  being,  that  having  offered  prayers  and  supplica- 
tions, and  having  been  in  these  prayers  and  supplications  heard,  our  Lord 
learned  obedience  through  the  discipline  of  suffering.  Now  was  it  in 
Gethsemane  only  that  our  Lord  learned  obedience  ?  No,  it  was  the  les- 
son of  his  life.     These  prayers  and  supplications  then,  these  tears  and 
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this  strong  crying  were  not  confined  to  Grethaemane.  He  was  the  Man  of 
Prayer  as  he  was  the  Man  of  Sorrows, — acquainted  with  supplication  as 
with  grief. 

II.  It  makes  the  apostle  refer  to  New  Testament  authority,  a  thing 
which  is  without  example  (unless  this  be  one)  in  his  entire  epistle.  He 
refers  indeed  to  New  Testament  truth,  and  expounds  it  in  the  fullest 
manner,  but  never  to  any  writing  or  document  of  New  Testament  Scrip- 
ture then  extant.  To  understand  him  to  do  so  on  this  occasion,  is  there- 
fore to  violate  the  unity  and  consistency  of  the  epistle.  It  is  a  treatise  on 
the  Mosaic  law,  written  for  the  edification  of  those  Hebrews  who  believed 
on  Jesus,  and  so  framed  as  to  meet  the  cavils  of  their  adversaries.  And 
in  perfect  keeping  with  this  its  character,  it  demonstrates  Christian  veri- 
ties from  '<  the  Law  of  Moses,  the  Psalms,  and  the  Prophets "  (Luke 
xxiy.  44),  and  from  no  other  source.  Were  the  words  bdbre  us  a  mere 
incidental  allusion  to  something  in  the  life  of  our  Blessed  Lord,  of  no 
great  or  paramount  importance,  I  should  not  urge  this  consideration  so 
strongly.  But  they  contain  (as  we  shall  see  immediately)  the  demonstra- 
tion of  a  most  solemn  and  all-important  Christian  verity,  viz.,  that  Christ 
as  a  High  Priest  must  have  been  (once)  compassed  with  the  infirmities  of 
those  for  whom  he  (now)  mediates.  And  this  could  not  be  demonstrated, 
in  keeping  with  the  rest  of  the  epistle,  on  the  authority  of  St.  Matthew  or 
St.  Luke. 

III.  It  makes  the  apostle  state  what  is  manifestly  contraiy  to  truth. 
Our  Lord  was  not  heard  in  his  prayer  in  Gethsemane.  It  was  not  by 
being  heard,  it  was  by  being  not  heard,  that  on  that  occasion  he  learned 
obedience,  i,  e.,  learned  to  submit  himself  to  another's  wilL  The  veiy 
words  of  his  prayer  declare  this, — "  not  my  will  but  thine  be  done.*'  It 
is  this  evident  contrariety  to  the  facts  of  the  case  that  has  invested  the 
text  with  its  overwhelming  difficulty.  "  The  labours  of  learned  men  upon 
it,"  says  Br.  Adam  Clarke,  "  have  been  prodigious,  and  even  in  ^eir 
sayings  it  is  hard  to  find  the  meaning." 

Let  me  now  give  my  own  view  of  the  meaning  of  the  passage,  with 
the  reasons  which  have  determined  me  to  it. 

"  Who  in  the  days  of  his  flesh,  when  He  had  offered  up  prayers  and 
supplications  with  strong  crying  and  tears  unto  him  that  was  able  to  save 
him  out  of  death,  and  was  heard  in  that  he  feared." 

There  is  nothing  in  the  Greek  which  demands  this  emendation.  Clas- 
sical usage  may  be  abundantly  pleaded  in  favour  of  2c^^€<i/  ck  Oavccrov 
meaning  to  save  from  incurring  death.  But  the  Greek  will  bear  the  other 
sense  also.  The  primary  and  natural  meaning  of  the  preposition  cV  is  out 
qf.  It  is  "  used  of  such  objects  as  were  before  in  another,  but  are  now 
separated  from  it."  And  the  passages  in  the  New  Testament  in  which 
it  bears  this  signification,  are  without  number.  To  take  the  Gospel  of 
St.  Matthew, — *'  Salmon  begat  Boaz  of  (eV)  Eachab  ;  and  Boaz  begat 
Obed  of  (cV)  Euth"  (i.  6);  *'out  o/ Egypt  have  I  caUed  my  Son"  (ii.  15); 
•*  let  me  puU  out  the  mote  out  of  thine  eye"  (vii.  4) ;  "  shall  gather  out  of 
his  kingdom  all  things  that  offend"  (xiiL  41) ;  "  those  things  which  pro- 
ceed out  qf  the  mouth  defile  the  man ;  for  out  of  the  heart .  proceed  evil 
thoughts"  (xv.  18, 19);  "  a  voice  otd  of  the  cloud"  (xvii.  5).     We  may 
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take  also  two  quotations  from  St.  Mark ; — "  Coming  up  out  of  the  water" 
(i.  10);  *'bold  thy  peace  and  come  out  </him ...  he  came  oui  of  him" 
(i.  26,  26).  It  may  indeed  be  said  that  these  are  concretes,  while  death 
is  an  abstract,  and  that  we  cannot  reason  from  the  one  to  the  other.  But 
cc  with  an  abstract,  and  with  this  very  word  Ooyarov,  bears  the  same 
meaning.  Thus  in  John  r.  24,  "  is  passed  from  death  (ix  rov  eavarov) 
unto  life ;"  and  in  1  John  iii.  14,  **  we  know  that  we  have  passed  from 
death  (ix  rov  Bavarov)  unto  life."  Nothing  therefore  can  be  urged  from 
the  Greek  of  the  New  Testament  against  er  Oavarov  in  this  passage,  sig- 
nifying **  out  of  death."  And  to  save  out  of  death  is  to  raise  firom  the 
dead. 

But  aw^eiy  ig  Oavdrov,  it  may  be  objected,  is  not  the  expression 
usually  employed  to  convey  such  an  idea ;  i^itpeiv  cV  v€Kpwv  would  have 
been  much  more  natural.  This  objection,  I  confess,  is  not  to  be  lightly 
passed  by,  especially  as  in  this  vei^  epistle  (ch.  xi.  19),  in  a  sentence 
too  which  in  other  respects  has  a  striking  resemblance  to  the  one  before 
us,  the  apostle  uses  this  very  phrase,  kx  vexp&v  er^^ipetv  dwaro^  6  Oeo^. 
There  may  have  been  a  reason,  however,  in  the  present  instance,  for  the 
employment  of  another  phrase.  I  believe  that  there  was  such  a  reason 
ana  will  now  endeavour  to  point  it  out. 

When  the  Son  of  Qod  descended  into  this  our  mortal  estate,  he  en- 
tered into  all  our  sad  experience.  We  are  begirt  with  sorrow  and  trouble 
on  every  side,  born  to  it  "  as  the  sparks  fly  upward,"  and  the  only  ter- 
mination of  this  life  of  trial,  is  death  as  the  wages  of  sin.  There  is  in- 
deed cheering  hope  beyond,  the  hope  of  a  life  over  which  death  has  no 
power  for  ever.  In  these  solemn  circumstances,  every  Christian  has  his 
eye  on  his  Saviour.  We  look  to  him  to  guide,  cheer  and  sustain  us  now ; 
to  make  us  victorious  over  death  when  it  shaU  come ;  to  keep  our  dust 
while  we  sleep  in  the  tomb,  and  to  raise  us  at  the  last  day.  And  it  was 
even  so  with  our  blessed  Lord.  His  condition  was  the  same ;  he  was 
the  man  of  sorrows  and  acquainted  with  grief.  His  prospects  were  the 
same ;  he  knew  that  he  should  extricate  himself  from  the  calamities  of 
this  mortal  state  only  by  putting  oS  mortality ;  that  he  should  emerge 
upon  *'  the  path  of  life,"  only  through  the  portal  of  death  and  the  grave. 
And  his  spiritual  exercises  were  the  same ;  in  these  solemn  circumstances, 
his  eye  was  fixed  on  the  Father.  He  looked  to  the  Father  for  guidance, 
consolation  and  strength  amid  the  trouble  which  pressed  on  him  on 
every  side :  he  trusted  in  the  Father  for  victory  over  that  death  whose 
certain  and  near  approach  he  every  day  contemplated.  He  confided  in 
the  Father's  faithfulness  to  keep  his  flesh  while  sleeping,  and  to  bring  it 
up  again  on  the  third  day.  To  say  that  this  faith  found  its  expression  in 
prayer,  is  only  to  affirm  a  necessary  truth:  all  faith  finds  such  expression. 
And  the  Father  was  not  wanting  to  his  ''holy  child  Jesus/'  but  ful- 
filled every  word  of  promise,  every  assurance  of  eternal  mercy  on  which 
he  had  thus  caused  him  to  hope.  On  this  matter  we  have  St.  Peter's 
unambiguous  testimony ;  "  Whom  God  hath  raised  up,  having  loosed 
the  pains  of  death,  because  it  was  not  possible  that  he  should  be 
holden  of  it.  For  David  speaketh  concerning  him,  I  foresaw  the 
Lord  always  before  my  face,  for  he  is  on  my  right  hand  thi^t  I  should 
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not  be  moved.  Therefore  did  my  heart  rejoice .  .  .  moreover  also  my 
flesh  shall  rest  in  hope.  Because  thou  wilt  not  .  .  .  suffer  thine  holy 
one  to  see  corruption ;  Thou  hast  made  known  to  me  the  ways  of  life" 
(Acts  ii.  24 — 28).  These  words  are  a  quotation,  as  we  all  know,  from 
Fs.  xvi.  But  it  is  not  in  that  psalm  only  that  David  speaketh  thus  con- 
cerning him.  Let  any  one  read  Ps.  vi. ;  ix.  9 — 14 ;  xviii.  1 — 6  ;  xx.  1, 
withxxi.l — 4;  xxx.  8 — 12;  Ixix.  13 — 17;  Ixxxviii.  1 — 13;  if  he  does 
not  find  in  every  one  of  them  the  "  prayers  and  supplications,  the  strong 
crying  and  tears"  of  a  believing  heart,  1  have  read  these  psalms  in 
vain.  One  of  the  most  beautiful  Christian  verities  is  thus  evolved ; 
Christ  is  to  us  the  same  object  of  faith,  hope,  and  confidence  that  the 
Father  was  to  him.  We  are  made  victorious  over  death  and  find  the 
path  of  life  by  obeying  Christ's  word,  as  Christ  himself  triumphed  over 
death  and  found  that  path  by  obeying  the  Father's  word  And  the, 
object  of  the  apostle  in  this  scripture,  is  to  bring  this  verity  before  us,  to 
exhibit  Christ  and  us  his  people  in  these  strikingly  parallel  positions. 
Christ,  he  says,  in  the  days,  of  his  flesh,  offered  prayers  and  tears  before 
One  who  was  able  to  save  him  from  all  adversity,  and  obtained  through 
obedience  the  blessing  which  he  sought.  And  we«  in  like  manner,  must 
wait  on  him  who  is  now  exalted  to  save  and  bless  us ;  through  the  same 
obedience  we  shall  obtain  the  same  blessing.  Now,  this  I  believe  to  be 
the  reason  why  the  apostle  uses  ^uf^etv,  and  not  irfdipew.  Let  verses 
7,  8,  and  9  be  read  together,  and  it  will  be  seen  that  Sc^^ecv  corresponds 
with  its  cognate  aurrripla ;  and  viraKori  with  vwaKovovaiv,  The  antithesis 
of  the  sentence  is  thus  very  strongly  and  beautifully  marked.  Our  awrifpia 
is  as  his  ffwTrjpla^  both  being  awrtipla  aiwvto9,  t.  e,,  eternal  life  out  of 
death  conquered  and  spoiled,  and  both  coming  through  that  vTraxoy,  of 
which  he  was  the  perfect,  the  glorious,  the  eternal  example. 

It  only  remains  to  be  considered  whether  such  a  view  of  ver.  7  falls  in 
with  the  scope  of  the  apostle's  reasoning  in  the  context,  as  specially  ad- 
dressed to  Hebrews.  To  me  it  certainly  appears  to  do  so.  Let  us  read 
from  cha.  iv.  14  to  cha.  v.  10 ;  it  is  one  sentence,  and  ought  not  to  have 
been  divided.  The  believing  Hebrews  were  then  exposed  to  much  aflftic- 
tion  for  Christ's  sake,  and  the  apostle  (iv.  14)  exhorts  them  nevertheless 
to  hold  fast  their  confession  of  his  name,  remembering  the  greatness  of 
that  High  Priest,  Jesus  the  Son  of  God,  who  had  "  passed  into  the  hea- 
vens "  on  their  behalf.  But  this  consideration  might  remind  them  too 
painfuDy  of  the  distance — the  infinite  distance  between  their  human  infir- 
mity and  his  divine  glory.  He  therefore  goes  on  to  remind  them  (iv.  15) 
that  all-glorious  as  their  High  Priest  was,  he  had  once  been  compassed 
with  all  that  human  infirmity  of  which  they  then  complained.  They 
were  therefore  not  to  be  ashamed  of  it  (iv.  16),  but  to  confess  it  to  him 
^Idlif  (it  had  once  been  his  own,  and  there  was  no  cause  of  shame)  ask- 
ing, as  they  did  so,  that  grace  and  mercy  which  his  high  office  enabled 
him  to  minister.  Now  here  were  three  distinct  statements  in  reference  to 
the  Christian  High  Priest.  1.  He  was  appointed  and  installed  of  God, 
his  having  passed  into  the  heavens  being  the  sign  of  this.  2.  He  had 
once  been  compassed  with  human  infirmity.  3.  He  was  ministering 
above  on  man's  behalf.     The  writer  accordingly  turns  first  to  the  law  of 
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Moses,  to  shew  that  these  conditions  were  requixed  in  a  duly  oonstituted 
High  Priest ;  and  second,  to  the  Psalms  to  shew  that  they  were  pre- 
dicated of  the  Christ.  *'  Eveiy  High  Priest  taken  from  among  men,"  be 
says  (chap.  ▼.  1)  has  definite  functions  to  perform  on  man's  l^half.  He 
must  also  be  compassed  (7.  2)  with  the  infirmities  of  those  for  whom  he 
mediates.  And  he  must  be  (»lled  of  God  (▼.  4).  The  Psalms  are  next 
referred  to,  to  shew  that  these  things  were  to  be  true  of  Messiah.  David 
speaketh  concerning  him;  "Thon  art  my  son  "  (▼.  5);  and  again,  '*Thoa 
art  a  priest  for  ever  "  (▼.  6) ;  here  was  bis  call  to  office.  David  records 
his  ''  prayers  and  supplications,"  his  "  strong  crying  and  tears"  (v.  7); 
here  was  his  hnman  infirmity.  And  if  even  the  priest  of  Aaron's  inferior 
order  had  functions  of  mercy  to  perform  on  behalf  of  those  who  waited 
on  him,  much  more  must  he  (v.  9,  10)  be  *'  author  of  eternal  salvatioii 
to  all  them  that  obey  him,"  as  God's  called  High  Priest  "  after  the  order 
of  Melchizedec." 

This  divine  sentence  is  thus  perfect  in  all  its  parts :  there  is  moreover 
a  most  beautiful  connexion  between  them.  We  have  the  antitype 
realized;  the  anHiYpe  foreshadowed;  the  antitype  predicted.  The  call  of 
the  typical  High  Pnest  (v.  4),  answers  to  the  call  of  the  antitypical  (v.  6, 
6) ;  the  infirmity  of  the  one  (v.  2)  to  the  infirmity  of  the  other  (v.  7) ;  the 
functions  of  the  one  (v.  1)  to  those  of  the  other  (v.  9,  10).  Aiid  it  were 
wasting  words  to  shew  how  this  must  have  told  upon  every  Hebrew  feel- 
ing. Familiar  from  infancy  with  the  type,  and  deeply  reverencing  their 
own  prophetic  Scriptures,  they  were  conducted  to  him  in  whom  eveiy 
shadow  was  to  find  its  substance,  and  all  prophecy  to  terminate — "  Jesus 
the  Son  of  God." 

I  may  mention  that  though  it  is  more  than  ten  years  since  I  publisfaed 
the  view  given  above  of  this  important  text,  I  was  not  aware  till  a  few 
days  ago,  that  I  had  two  such  authorities  as  Dr.  Adam  Clarke  and  Pascal 
on  my  side.  It  is  a  great  gratification  to  me  now  to  find  that  so  eminent 
a  scholar  as  the  former  saw  no  difficulty  in  rendering  ^SM^eiv  iic  Oavarov, 
to  raise  from  death.  He  considered  it  the  prayer  of  the  Eedeemer  as  the 
head  of  his  body  the  church,  that  he  and  his  members  might  be  raised 
from  death  and  glorified  together  eternally.  Pascal  is  not  less  an  autho- 
rity in  another  way.  I  give  his  words.  They  will  be  found  in  the  PentAs, 
art.  xviii.,  seconde  partie : — **  Aux  jours  de  sa  chair,  ayant  offert  avec  un 
grand  cri  et  larmes,  ses  prieres  et  ses  supplications,  a  celui  qui  pouvait 
le  tirer  de  la  mort,  H  a  ^t^  exanc^  selon  son  humble  respect  pour  son  P^re; 
et  quoiqu'il  fdt  le  fils  de  Dieu,  il  a  appris  Tobeissanoe  par  tout  cb  qu'ii 
A  souppBRT.  Dieu  Va  ressuscitif .  .  .  .  le  faire  vivre  la  vie  de  la  gloire. 
C'est  ce  que  Jesus  Christ  a  obtenu,  et  qui  a  et^  accompli  par  sa  resurrec- 
tion," These  words  need  no  comment.  Those  italiciaed  tell  plainly 
enough  what  Pascal  understood  by  ^^^etv  ex  Oavdrov;  and  those  in 
capitals  tell  with  equal  plainness  that  he  understood  the  verses  to  refer, 
not  to  one  circumstance  in  our  Lord's  history,  but  to  the  habit  of  his 
life.  Indeed  he  says  plainly  in  the  immediate  context,  "  Ce  saer^  a 
dvri  toute  sa  vie.** 
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The  other  text  is  "  perhaps,  the  most  perplexing  in  the  New  Testa-* 
ment."  It  occurs  in  chap.  ix.  16, 17  ;  "  For  where  a  testament  is,  there 
must  also  of  necessity  be  the  death  of  the  testator.  For  a  testament  is  of 
force  after  men  are  dead ;  otherwise  it  is  of  no  strength  at  all  while  the 
testator  liveth." 

It  is  scarcely  possible  to  conceive  greater  confusion  than  that  which 
this  rendering  has  introduced  into  the  whole  argument  of  the  apostle. 
Not  the  words  before  us  only,  but  the  statements  which  precede  and 
follow  them,  are  all  rendered  unintelligible.     St.  Paul  is  represented  as 
having  spoken  (ix.  16)  of  the  necessity  of  death  "  for  the  redemption  of 
the  trangressions  that  were  under  the  first  testament."     Now  a  testament 
knows  nothing  of  tra$uffressions»     Such  an  idea  is  foreign  to  its  nature,  it 
is  simply  a  will  bequeathing  property.     The  thought  is  then  forsaken  as 
abruptly  as  it  has  been  introduced,  and  a  new  reason  altogether  is  found 
lor  that  death  of  which  mention  has  been  made.     And  yet  we  have  the 
conjunction  for  connecting  the  two  sentences  (for  where  a  testament  is) 
to  tell  us  that  the  writer  is  pursuing  his  tndn  of  thought  I     And  what  is 
this  new  reason  ?     A  will  is  invaUd  without  the  death  of  the  testator  I 
Where  did  St.  Paul  learn  this  P    The  only  circumstance  that  gives  it  even 
the  shadow  of  truth,  is  that  it  usualiy  happens,  because  while  a  man  lives 
he  has  occasion  for  his  own  property.     But  there  is  no  ''  necessity  "  in 
the  case.    Let  a  man  denude  himself  of  his  property  while  living  by  a 
voluntary  act,  and  his  will  is  perfectly  valid.     Besides,  our  testator  is  not 
dead ;  neither  has  he  resigned  anything.     It  is  not  as  mceeuors  to  him, 
but  ^  Joint  heirs  mth  him  that  we  inherit  the  promises  of  God.     The 
Mosaic  enactments  are  next  referred  to  in  proof  of  the  writer's  position^ 
**tehereupon  neither  the  first  testament  was  dedicated  without  blood." 
In  other  words,  Moses  by  appointing  sacrifices  to  be  offered  for  the  ratifi- 
cation of  God's  testament  to  Israd,  proved  the  truth  of  the  statement  just 
made,  viz.,  that  where  a  testament  is,  the  testator  must  die !     Was  this 
then  the  meaning  of  these  Mosaic  rites  P    St.  Paul  at  least  did  not  think 
so.     For  he  returns  to  the  idea  of  trangressions  which  he  has  introduced 
in  ver.  15,  and  forsaken  in  ver.  16, 17,  telling  us  in  ver.22,  that  the  rites 
in  question  were  for  the  remission  of  sin.    What  can  be  made  of  an  argu« 
m«it  so  thoroughly  tangled  P    To  attribute  it  to  so  close  a  reasoner  as 
the  apostle  Paul,  shews  that  we  have  read  him  to  very  little  purpose.     It 
is  a  striking  proof  of  this  that  one  of  the  ablest  defenders  of  the  present 
rendering,  the  late  Professor  Stuart  was  compelled  to  consider  ver.  16, 17, 
as  a  parenthesis  and  unconnected  with  the  main  argumenL 

What  then  is  to  be  doneP     Another  rendering  is  proposed.     For 
where  a  covenant  is  there  must  of  necessity  be  hrougM  in  the  death  of  the 
msdiating  sacrifice.    For  a  covenant  is  vaUd  over  dead  sacr^lees,  since  it  is 
never  of  any  force  tehUst  the  mediating  sacrifice  continues  alive. 
There  are  two  objections  to  this  rendering : 

I.  It  is  a  strain  upon  the  original.  ^loBefUvov  the  middle  voice  is 
made  to  take  a  passive  signification,  viz.,  sacrifice  j^^o^  between,  it  being 
in  this  way  that  the  sacrifice  mediated.  The  only  answer  I  have  ever 
seen  to  this  is  that  Christ  placed  himself  between  God  and  us :  but  this 
will  not  bear  dose  examination.     The  apostle  is  not  speaking  of  Christ 
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direcUy,  but  ttating  a  general  troth  as  the  reason  for  Christ's  death ; 
and  that  general  troth  is  that  in  the  case  of  a  coTenant,  the  yictim  jplaced 
between  must  die. 

II.  It  introduoes  confusion  into  the  apostle's  argument  GoTenants 
of  old  called  for  death  on  two  occasions,  and  for  two  purposes.  Death 
was  called  for  when  they  were  mo/de^  then  a  victim  died.  And  death  was 
called  for  when  they  were  violated,  then  tke  violator  died.  Gtxl's  cove- 
nant with  Abraham  (Gen.  xv.)  is  an  example  of  the  former;  the  death  of 
Achan  before  Jericho  (Joshua  vii.)  of  the  latter.  I  fully  admit  that  the 
second  of  these  deaths  was  the  sequel  of  the  first,  for  the  contracting  par- 
ties swore  as  they  slew  the  rictim,  may  toe  die  in  like  manner  if  we  prove 
ui^ait^flU  to  our  9olemm  vow  /  But  I  maintain  that,  nevertheless,  they 
are  perfectly  distinct — ^that  death  to  ratify  a  covenant  made  is  one  thing, 
and  death  as  the  penalty  of  a  covenant  broken  is  another  thing ;  and  that  no 
ingenuity  can  make  these  distinct  ideas  one,  or  treat  them  without  confusion 
as  if  they  were  one.  And  this  is  my  objection  to  the  rendering  before  us. 
The  apostle  in  ver.  16,  is  speaking  of  a  covenant  violated,  and  of  that  vio- 
lation calling  for  death.  And  how  does  he  prove  his  position?  By 
reminding  us  of  cases  which  would  have  suited  his  point  exactly,  that  of 
the  sabbath-breaker  (Numb.  xv.  82 — 36),  of  the  blasphemer  (Levit.  xxiv. 
]  0 — 14,  23),  or  of  Achan  P  Or  by  reminding  us  that  it  had  been  ratified 
by  sacrifice,  to  teU  that  death  was  its  penalty  if  broken  P  No,,  but  by 
saying  that  when  covenants  are  made,  victims  die  to  ratify  them,  and 
that  Christ  died  under  this  necessity  as  the  ratification  of  the  covenant  of 
God,  the  victim  placed  between  Gk>d  and  us.  Can  anything  be  imagined 
more  unsatisfactory  P  Christ  did  not  so  die.  He  was  in  no  sense  the 
ratification  victim  placed  between  God  and  us.  His  death  was  to  atone 
for  a  covenant  broken,  not  to  ratify  a  covenant  made.  The  necessity  for 
that  death  was  an  after  and  later  necessity,  growing  out  of  the  ratification 
indeed,  but  still  distinct  and  to  be  viewed  distinctly.  The  one  was  a 
provision  that  men  might  trust  a  covenant ;  the  other,  the  fulfiment  of 
that  provision  when  a  case  occurred  to  demand  it. 

I  beg  leave,  therefore,  to  iMx>po8e  a  rendering  which  does  no  violence 
to  the  original,  and  will  bear  us,  as  I  humbly  tlunk,  through  the  whole 
argument.  For  where  a  covenant  ia,  there  must  also  qf  necessity  he  the 
death  qf  the  covenant-maker.  For  a  covenant  is  confirmed  over  the  dead, 
otherwise  it  is  qf  no  strength  at  aU  while  the  covenant-maker  liveth. 

It  will  not,  I  suppose,  be  disputed  that  AtaOenevov  may  be  rendered 
covenant-maker.  But  supposing  this  point  settled,  the  question  remains. 
What  is  the  meaning  of  the  sentence.  Ebrard  expounds  it  to  mean,  that 
before  a  man  can  make  a  covenant  with  God,  he  must  die.  But  this 
statement,  I  confess,  is  beyond  my  comprehension.  I  can  well  underatand 
that  if  a  man  makes  a  covenant  with  God,  and  breaks  it,  he  must  die. 
And  this  I  believe  to  be  the  meaning  of  St.  Paul.  He  has  been  speaking 
in  the  immediately  preceding  context,  of  a  broken  covenant  and  of  death 
as  necessary  to  atone  for  such  transgression.  Then  anticipating  the  ques- 
tion, why  should  death  have  been  necessary — where  a  covenant  is,  he  con- 
tinues, and  that  covenant  is  broken,  there  must  also  of  necessity  be  the 
death  of  the  unfaithful  covenant-maker.    Such  a  covenant  has  its  due  coa* 
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firmation  over  his  dead  body,  and  has  no  respect  at  all  paid  to  it  whilst  he 
continues  to  live.  And  was  not  this  the  very  reason,  he  proceeds,  why  the 
first  covenant  was  dedicated  with  the  blood  of  victims,  why  the  book  and 
the  people,  and  the  vessels  of  the  ministry  and  the  tabernacle  itself  were 
sprinkled  with  it  ?  These  things  were  designed  to  shew  that  the  sanction 
of  that  covenant  was  death,  and  that  he  that  broke  it,  must  either  die 
himself  or  find  some  one  to  die  in  his  stead,  for  "  without  shedding  of 
blood  was  no  remission." 

But  why,  it  may  be  asked,  was  not  all  this  expressed  by  the  apostle 
himself?  He  simply  says,  "  Where  a  covenant  is,"  without  adding,  and 
that  covenant  is  broken;  he  also  speaks  of  "the  covenant-maker"  merely, 
not  of  the  urtfaithful  covenant-maker.  This  is  only,  I  would  answer,  what 
frequently  occurs  in  his  extremely  elliptical  style.  We  are  often  obliged 
to  turn  to  his  contexts,  to  find  the  idea  that  was  filling  his  mind,  and  thus 
to  eke  out  the  partial  statements  of  some  particular  text.  And  both  the 
preceding  and  succeeding  context  in  this  case,  prove  that  a  covenant  broken 
was  the  idea  that  filled  the  apostle's  mind. 

Let  me  say  a  single  word  on  the  object  of  the  argument.  The  apostle 
was  writing  to  those  whose  early  prejudices  made  them  shrink  from  the 
doctrine  of  a  su£Pering  and  dying  Messiah ;  the  weak  among  them  received 
it  with  fear  and  trembling,  and  they  were  surrounded  by  brethren  in  the 
flesh  who  reviled  it  as  blasphemy.  But  they  all  believed  that  their  sainted 
fathers,  as  Samuel,  David,  Hezekiah,  had  entered  into  rest  with  God. 
They  could  not  do  so,  says  the  apostle,  without  death  to  atone  for 
their  transgressions  of  God's  covenant.  You  know  that  they  were  trans- 
gressors of  that  covenant;  you  know  also  that  our  law  teaches  that  he  that 
so  transgresses,  must  either  die  himself  or  find  a  substitute  to  die  for  him. 
What  then  can  you  answer  me  ?  Will  you  cut  off  our  sainted  fathers  from 
the  hope  of  the  eternal  inheritance  ?  In  cutting  them  off,  you  cut  off 
yourselves  equally.  WiU  you  say  that  they  can  enter  into  it,  without 
death  ?  You  dishonour  the  covenant  of  God  in  speaking  thus.  Will  you 
say  that  the  death  of  bulls  and  goats  met  the  terrible  sanction  of  that 
covenant?  You  cannot  say  so.  You  must  acknowledge  then  that  blessed 
truth  which  I  am  ever  urging  on  you, — the  death  of  Messiah  met 

THE  SANCTION  OF  THAT  COVENANT,  AND  WHILE  THE  COVENANT  IS 
HONOURED,    ITS   VIOLATORS   LIVE. 

Such,  dear  Sir,  is  my  view  of  the  meaning  of  these  two  difficult  texts. 
I  am  very  far  from  wishing  to  dogmatize,  but  having  devoted  five  years  of 
close  and  earnest  study  to  this  epistle  in  preparing  the  two  editions  of  my 
commentary,  I  may  give  my  judgment.  If  I  am  wrong,  I  shall  be  most 
thankftd  to  have  it  pointed  out.  If  on  the  other  hand  I  am  right,  the 
difficulty  of  both  texts  seems  removed.  In  either  case,  I  shall  be  thankful 
if  some  biblical  critic  and  expositor  more  competent  than  myself,  shall  be 
induced  by  these  remarks  to  give  the  church  the  benefit  of  his  thoughts  on 
the  subject. 

Believe  me,  dear  Sir,  yours  faithfully, 

William  Tait. 
Parsonage,  Hugby,  Feb.  \Uh,  1857. 

VOL.  V. NO.  IX.  M 
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THE  CODEX  VATICANUS. 
To  the  Editor  qf  "  The  Journal  qf  Sacred  Literature," 

Sib, — ^The  accompanying  letter  from  Dr.  Tregelles  is,  I  need  not  say, 
full  of  information,  and  very  interesting.  Asher,  whom  I  met  in  Berlm 
in  July,  1849,  has  himself  gone  the  way  of  all  flesh,  but  his  representa- 
tiYes  remain.  They  might  yet  publish  what  the  departed  has  not  con- 
tinued amongst  us  to  be  able  to  do.  If  Cardinal  Mai's  autographs  were 
given  us,  even  scepticism  itself  would  be  laid  to  rest.  I  must  profess 
myself  meanwhile  to  be  satisfied  about  what  I  doubted  so  long. 

It  now  only  remains — 1.  To  expect  the  issue  of  C.  Mai's  edition ; 
and  2,  and  most  earnestly  of  all,  to  look  for  that  photograph  of  the 
Vatican  MS.,  which  the  recent  experiments  at  the  British  Museum  on  the 
Epistles  of  Clemens  prove  to  be  possible. 

O.  T.  D. 

"  Fllfmouth,  Feb.  2,  1857. 

"  My  dbae  Sib, — It  will  save  time  if  I  reply  to  you  direct  on  the 
subject  of  your  inquiry  in  the  last  number  of  the  Journal  of  Sacred  LUe- 
rature  about  the  printed  edition  of  the  Codex  Yaticanus  B.  You  can,  if 
you  like,  communicate  what  I  now  send  you  to  the  Editor  of  that  Journal. 
I  will  endeavour  to  give  you,  in  a  few  words,  all  that  may  be  needed  to 
complete  the  information  conveyed  in  my  addition  to  Mr.  Home's  Intro- 
duction, vol.  iv.  Almost  all  (or  perhaps  all)  of  what  I  may  now  state  has 
been  communicated  to  the  public  in  various  places.  You  are  evidently 
unaware  that  Mr.  Asber  is  dead ;  so  that  it  is  in  vain  to  think  of  inquiries 
in  that  quarter.  I  will,  however,  give  in  detail  my  evidence  that  an  edition 
of  the  Vatican  MS.  was  printed  under  Cardinal  Mai's  care. 

"My  first  witness  is  Cardinal  Mai  himself,  who  informed  me  in  March, 
1846,  that  this  edition  of  the  LXX.  and  the  Greek  New  Testament  had 
been  completed  from  the  Vatican  MSS. ;  to  this  he  added  that  it  was  not 
a  fac-simJle  edition,  but  that  it  would  be  for  general  use,  stating  that  the 
New  Testament  would  be  "  avec  dea  variantes,  comme  Vedition  Anglaise  de 
MilV  (This  was  communicated  to  the  public  in  my  Book  of  Revelation 
translated  from  the  ancient  Greek  text,  1848.     Introduction,  p.  xxvi.) 

"  Second,  Chevalier  Bunsen  has  repeatedly  informed  me  that  he  had 
eeen  this  edition  of  Cardinal  Mai  at  Eome,  though  no  copy  of  it  was  at- 
tainable ;  it  consisted  of  (I  think)  four  large  volumes. 

"  Third,  Mr.  Asher  told  me  himself,  in  July,  184«9,  that  when  at  Rome 
a  few  months  previously,  the  edition  had  been  offered  to  him ;  the  com- 
munications were  made  through  Don  Domenico  Mostacci,  who  remained 
at  the  Altieri  Palace  in  charge  of  the  books,  papers,  etc.,  of  the  Cardinal, 
who  was  absent  from  Rome.  When  T  was  in  that  city,  Don  Domenico 
Mostacci  was  in  the  employ  of  Cardinal  Mai,  and  of  him  I  purchased,  at  the 
Altieri  Palace,  the  chief  works  which  the  Cardinal  had  edited  and  pub- 
lished. Mr.  Asher  informed  me  that  Signer  Mostacci  shewed  him  the 
stock  of  which  the  edition  consisted,  and  also  that  he  laid  before  him 
Cardinal  Mai's  own  copy  with  the  corrections  written  in  his  own  hand- 
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writing.  Mr.  Asher  thought  the  terms  too  high  (I  think  that  he  said  that 
it  would  have  been  more  than  twenty  thousand  thalers  for  five  hundred 
copies),  and  the  negociation  was  broken  off  in  consequence  of  the  siege  of 
Borne  and  its  subsequent  occupation  by  the  French. 

"Fourth,  M.  le  Docteur  Ch.  Daremberg,  who  was  in  1850  Biblioth^- 
caire  de  TAcad^mie  Nationale  de  Medecine  at  Paris  (and  who  may  still 
hold  the  same  office  as  far  as  I  know,  but  with  the  name  changed  to 
ImpMale),  informed  me  in  May  of  that  year  that  he  had  seen  the  printed 
edition  and  that  MS.  together  in  the  Cardinal's  hands  at  the  Altieri 
Palace  a  few  weeks  previously.  He  then  held  out  expectations  that  the 
edition  would  appear  before  long.  But  delay  is  the  ruling  principle  at 
Rome  as  to  everything  of  this  kind.  I  mentioned  the  information  that  I 
had  thus  received  from  Dr.  Daremberg  in  the  Journal  of  Sacred  Literature 
for  July,  1850,  p.  229. 

"  I  doubt  whether  any  information  of  a  precise  kind  could  be  obtained 
from  compositors  or  others  engaged  in  the  work.  Twenty  years  must 
have  passed  since  the  edition  was  printed ;  and  since  that  time  the  greater 
part  of  Cardinal  Mai's  seventeen  large  quartos  and  twenty  thick  octavos, 
containing  classical  and  patristic  works  in  Greek  and  Latin,  have  issued, 
some  printed  at  the  Propaganda  {alias  Collegium  Urbanum),  and  some 
"  Typis  Yaticanis."  There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  procuring  all  that 
was  needed  for  printing  Greek  works  in  the  Eoman  offices. 

"  The  existence  of  such  a  printed  edition  not  as  yet  published,  and 
remaining  so  for  many  years,  may  be  contrary  to  all  our  experience  in  this 
country ;  but  irrespective  of  the  testimony  of  four  witnesses  that  I  have 
given  above,  I  think  that  you  would  hardly  pronounce  it  incredible  if  you 
bore  in  mind  that  in  Italy  there  have  been  similar  instances  of  delay. 
Thus  the  Arabic  Bible,  edited  by  Sergius  Eisius,  which  was  puhliahed  at 
Home  in  1672,  had  been  completed  about  half  a  century  before;  and  to 
come  to  our  own  times,  Bugati's  Syro-Hexaplar  text  of  Daniel  appeared 
in  1820  after  the  editor's  death,  though  it  had  been  completed  thirty 
years  before. 

I  do  most  heartily  wish  that  the  Yatican  MS.  could  be  rescued  from 
the  unworthy  obscurity  to  which  it  is  now  consigned. 

"  More  information  relative  to  the  edition  of  the  Codex  Yaticanus  by 
Cardinal  Mai  might  probably  be  obtained  from  Signor  Mostacci  than  from 
any  one  else.  Mr.  Asher,  it,  is  probable,  had  nothing  in  writing  that  could 
be  published,  as  the  negociation  was  carried  on  personally  between  him 
and  Mostacci  at  Rome. 

"  I  remain,  my  dear  Sir, 

"  Yours  very  truly, 

"S.  P.  Teegelles. 
"The  Rev.  O.  T.  Dobbin,  LL.D.,  BaUivor,  Kells." 


DARroS  THE  MEDE  AND  DARIUS  HYSTASPES. 

To  the  Editor  of  "  The  Journal  of  Sacred  Literature'' 

Sir, — May  I  be  permitted  to  point  out  some  reasons,  for  differing 
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from  your  correspondent  Mr.  Bosanquet  on  a  question  which  has  been  so 
ably  discossed  by  him  in  your  Journal,  as  to  whether  ''Darius  the 
Mede,"  and  Danus  Hystaspes,  can  be  one  and  the  same  person,  and 
consequently  the  correct  date  of  the  Babylonish  captivity  ? 

I.  It  appears  that  Scripture  distinguishes  between  the  two,  as  may  be 
inferred  from  these  reasons: — (1.)  On  the  fall  of  Babylon  it  is  said, 
"Darius  the  Median  took  the  kingdom,  being  about  sixty-two  years  old" 
(Dan.  y.  81).  Again,  "  In  the  first  year  of  the  reign  of  Daiius,'the  son 
of  Ahasuerus,  of  the  seed  of  the  Medes,  I  Daniel  understood  by  books  the 
number  of  the  years,  whereof  the  word  of  the  Lord  came  to  Jeremiah  the 

Srophet,  that  he  would  accomplish  seventy  years  in  the  desolation  of 
erusalem"  (ix.  1,  2.)  This  proves  that  the  foretold  seventy  years' 
captivity,  which  commenced  according  to  Jeremiah  in  the  fourth  year  of 
Jehoiakim,  and  the  first  of  Nebuchadrezzar  (see  Jer.  xxv.  1),  for  that 
prophet  declared  that  the  people  of  Judah  ''  should  serve  the  King  of 
Babylon  seventy  years,"  and  that  when  the  seventy  years  were  accom- 
plished, God  would  punish  the  King  of  Babylon  and  the  land  of  the 
Chaldeans  "  (verses  11,  12) ;  and  he  evidently  refers  to  the  desolation  of 
Jerusalem  as  commencing  at  the  time  when  he  was  commissioned  to 
deliver  his  testimony  against  the  cities  of  Judah,  according  to  the  expres- 
sive words  "as  it  is  this  day*'  (ver.  18).  This  was  eighteen  or  nineteen 
years  before  Nebuchadrezzar  destroyed  Jerusalem  and  carried  Zedekiah  to 
Babylon  (see  2  Kings  xxv.  8),  and  it  appears  to  explain  the  mistake, 
which  1  think  Mr.  Bosanquet  has  committed  in  arguing  as  he  does 
(/.  8,  X.  for  1856,  p.  429),  that  Daniel's  computation  of  the  seventy 
years*  captivity  (ix.  2),  is  to  be  counted  from  the  time  of  the  destruction 
of  Jerusalem,  and  will  consequently  bring  us  into  the  reign  of  Darius 
Hystaspes,  whereas  is  it  not  evident  from  the  words  of  Jeremiah,  that  the 
predicted  desolation  commenced  eighteen  or  nineteen  years  earlier,  viz.,  in 
the  first  year  of  Nebuchadrezzar,  and  therefore  it  will  not  bring  us  into 
the  reign  of  Darius  Hystaspes  according  to  the  received  chronology  of 
that  period  P 

(2.)  Some  time  subsequently  to  "  the  first  year  of  Darius  the  Mede," 
we  find  Cyrus  "  in  the  first  year  of  his  reign  making  a  proclamation  "  to 
restore  the  Jews  to  Jerusalem,  in  order  that  "  the  word  of  the  Lord  by  the 
mouth  of  Jeremiah  might  be  fulfilled"  (Ezra  i.  1).  In  other  words,  that 
after  the  seventy  years  of  desolation  had  expired  with  the  fall  of  Judah's 
enemy  the  King  of  Babylon,  the  Jews  would  be  restored  to  their  own  land 
by  him  whom  Isaiah  had  designated  by  name  (Coresh  or  Cyrus)  200 
years  previously  on  his  obtaining  the  throne  of  that  king  under  whom 
their  deportation  had  taken  place. 

We  find  further,  that  in  the  reign  of  two  of  Cyrus'  successors,  "  the 
adversaries  of  Judah "  succeeded  in  "  frustrating  the  purpose  of  Cyrus 
King  of  Persia  even  until  the  reign  of  Darius  King  of  Persia "  (Ezra 
iv.  5).  The  names  of  these  two  kings  are  given  by  the  sacred  writer  as 
Ahasuerus  or  Abashverosh,  and  Artaxerxes,  and  the  copy  of  the  letter  of 
Artaxerxes,  prohibiting  the  building  of  the  city,  is  specially  recorded  with 
this  remark,  "  So  the  work  of  the  house  of  God  ceased  unto  the  second 
year  of  the  reign  of  Darius  King  of  Persia  "  (ver.  24).     Moreover,  men- 
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tion  is  made  by  the  same  writer  of  the  three  kings  of  Persia  by  whose 
commandment  the  work  of  building  was  originaUy  commenced,  carried  on 
and  completed,  viz.,  Cyrus,  Darius  and  Artaxerxes  (vi.  14).  Thus  then 
we  have  in  Scripture  the  names  of  a  succession  of  kings  who  occupied  the 
throne  of  Babylon,  and  who  consequently  held  the  Jews  in  subjection, 
viz.: — 

1.  "Darius  the  Mede,"  who  took  the  kingdom  of  the  Chaldeans 
(Dan.  V.  31). 

2.  "  Cyrus  King  of  Persia,"  who  gave  the  Jews  permission  to  rebuild 
their  temple  (Ezra  i.  1). 

3.  "  Ahasuerus,"  in  the  beginning  of  whose  reign  enemies  brought  an 
accusation  against  the  Jews  (Ezra  v.  6). 

4.  "  Artaxerxes,"  who  suspended  the  building  of  the  temple  (Ezra  iv. 
7—22). 

5.  "Darius  King  of  Persia,"  who  renewed  the  edict  of  Cyrus,  and 
in  whose  reign  the  temple  was  finished  (Ezra  vi.  1 — 12). 

6.  "  Artaxerxes  King  of  Persia,  king  of  kings,"  who  gave  two  edicts 
in  the  seventh  and  twentieth  years  of  his  reign  respecting  the  temple  ser- 
vice and  rebuilding  Jerusalem  (Ezra  vii.  26 ;  Neh.  ii.  1 — 8). 

Does  not  this  accord  with  the  number  and  succession  of  kings  men- 
tioned by  Herodotus  and  in  Ptolemy's  Canon  as  kings  of  Persia  at  that 
period  (the  Ahasuerus  and  Artaxerxes  of  Scripture  standing  for  Cambyses 
and  Smerdis  of  profane  history),  with  the  exception  of  Darius  the  Mede? 
And  if  we  accept  the  testimony  of  Xenophon's  statements  (which  in  point 
of  value  would  equal  the  testimony  of  an  historian  of  the  present  day 
recording  events  which  occurred  at  the  accession  of  the  House  of  Bruns- 
wick), that  Cyaxares  was  King  of  the  Medes  at  the  time  of  the  fall  of 
Babylon  {Cyropadia,  1.  viii.),  together  with  that  of  Josephus,  who  tells  us 
that  "  Darius  the  Mede  was  the  son  of  Astyages,  and  had  another  name 
amongst  the  Greeks  (Antiquities,  x.,  xi.  4),  does  not  this  accord  with  what 
is  said  in  Scripture  respecting  the  kings  of  the  Medes  (Jer.  li.  11 — 28) 
being  employed  in  the  destruction  of  Babylon  P  when  they  had  precedence 
of  the  Persians,  as  we  may  gather  from  the  Book  of  Daniel,  who  always 
mentions  them^r«^,  whereas  in  Esther,  describing  a  later  period  in  his* 
tory,  the  order  is  reversed.  And  can  we  therefore  have  any  difficulty  in 
identifying  "  Darius  the  Mede  "  of  Scripture  with  the  Cyaxares  King  of 
the  Medes  of  Xeuophon  ? 

Mr.  Bosanquet  considers  that  as  the  name  of  "  Darius  the  Mede  "  is 
not  to  be  found  in  any  inscription,  that  is  an  argument  in  favour  of  con- 
cluding him  to  be  one  with  Darius  Hystaspes.  If  however  we  call  to 
mind  how  common  it  is  for  various  authors  to  speak  of  the  same  king 
under  different  names  (e.  g.y  Josephus  tells  us  that  at  the  death  of  Xerxes, 
the  kingdom  came  to  his  son  Cyrus,  whom,  he  adds,  "  the  Greeks  call 
Artaxerxes  "  {Antiquities,  xi.  vi.  1),  but  had  he  omitted  this  explanation, 
what  a  controversy  might  not  the  historian  have  caused  by  his  declaration 
that  Cyrus  succeeded  Xerxes),  there  is  less  difficulty  in  considering  the 
"  Cyaxares "  of  Xenophon  to  be  the  "  Darius  the  Mede "  of  Daniel. 
And  the  mention  of  that  name  on  the  Behistun  Eock  (to  which  Mr^ 
Bosanquet  refers,  though  he  draws  a  different  inference  from  what  I  have 
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always  thought  to  be  the  most  probable  one),  in  connexion  with  the  rebel- 
lion of  the  Median  Phraortes  against  Darius  Hystaspes,  when  he  claimed 
to  be  "  Xathrites  of  the  race  of  Cjfoxares,**  appears  to  shew  that  the  last 
King  of  the  Medea  must  have  been  Cyaxares,  and  not  Astyages,  according 
to  Herodotus,  as  a  claimant  to  the  throne  would  naturally  ground  his 
claims  upon  being  descended  from  the  last  king  whose  name  was  known, 
and  whose  reign  was  remembered.  With  the  knowledge  therefore  from 
Scripture,  that  "  Darius  the  Mede "  took  the  throne  of  Babylon  at  the 
capture  of  the  city,  from  Xenopbon  that  **  Cyaxares "  was  King  of  the 
Medes  at  the  time,  and  from  an  inscription  on  the  Behistun  Bock  that  an 
impostor  in  the  reign  of  Darius  Hystaspes  claimed  to  be  of  the  race  of 
Cyaxares,  does  it  not  confirm  the  long-entertained  opinion  that  Darius  the 
Mede  and  Cyaxares  are  one  and  the  same  person  ? 

(3.)  The  inference  from  prophecy  seems  to  forbid  our  considering 
*'  Darius  the  Mede  "  and  Darius  Hystaspes  to  be  the  same  person  on  this 
ground.  Daniel  writes,  ''  Also  I,  in  the  first  year  qf  Darius  the  Mede, 
etc. ; — there  shall  stand  upye^  three  kings  in,  Persia,  and  the  fourth  shall  be 
far  richer  than  they  all ;  and  by  his  strength  through  his  riches  he  shall 
stir  up  all  against  the  realm  of  Grecia  "  (xi.  1,  2).  As  I  conclude  it  is 
admitted  by  all  that  this  refers  to  the  first  year  of  the  reign  of  '*  Darius 
the  Mede "  over  the  united  kingdoms  of  Media  and  Chaldea^  and  that 
Cyrus  was  at  that  time  King  of  Persia,  the  prophecy  declares  that  qfter 
that  time  three  kings  should  reign  in  Persia  previous  to  the  appearance  of 
the  great  invader  of  Greece,  which  agrees  with  the  testimony  of  profane 
history,  e.g.,  that  of  Herodotus,  in  placing  three  kings, — Cambyses, 
Smerdis,  and  Darius  Hystaspes, — ^between  Cyrus  and  Xerxes,  whose 
famous  expedition  against  Greece  is  so  well  known,  and  concerning  which 
the  historian  testifies  to  his  wealth,  when  he  declares  that  the  attacking 
army  consisted  of  1,700,000  men  (Herod.,  vii.  60),  the  largest  number 
probably  ever  collected  together  under  one  leader.  Is  not  this  sufficient 
to  prove  that  "Darius  the  Mede"  must  have  preceded  Darius  Hystaspes 
by  some  years,  and  that  as  three  sovereigns  intervened  between  the  time 
of  their  reigns  on  the  throne  of  Chaldea,  and  two  on  that  of  Persia,  they 
could  not  have  been  the  same  person  ? 

II.  The  testimony  of  profane  history,  which  has  already  been  referred 
to,  seems  to  confirm  this  inference  from  Scripture.  For  though  Herodotus 
makes  no  mention  of  "  Darius  the  Mede,"  and  records  the  termination  of 
the  Mbdian  monarchy  in  a  manner  differing  from  that  of  Xenopbon  (M. 
RoUin  justly  remarks,  that  "  Xenopbon  is  infinitely  more  worthy  of  credit 
than  Herodotus  on  the  subject  of  Cyrus'  life,  as  he  served  a  long  time 
under  the  younger  Cyrus,  and  says  in  the  beginning  of  the  Cyropeedia, 
'  I  advance  nothing  but  what  has  been  told  me ' "  (Anc,  Mist,,  vol.  ii., 
chap.  1),  yet  it  is  clear  from  the  genealogy  which  he  gives  of  Darius 
Hystaspes,  that  no  mention  is  made  of  Ahasuerus,  or  Cyaxares  (doubtless 
the  same  according  to  Sir  Isaac  Newton),  or  any  other  name  at  all  like  it 
who  is  declared  by  Daniel  to  be  the  father  or  ancestor  of  "  Darius  the 
Mede."  The  genealogy  is  thus  traced  from  Herodotus  (see  Folymnia, 
vii.,  11),  according  to  Larcher's  note  on  the  subject: — 
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Achspmenes. 
Teispes. 
Gambyses,  whom  Herodotns  here  mentions. 
CTniB,  ditto. 
Camhyses  (husband  of  Mandane).  Teispes. 

Cyras  (fomider  of  the  Monarchy).  Ariaramnes. 

Cambyses.  Arsames. 

Hystaspes. 
Darius. 

This  genealogy  agrees  with  that  on  the  Behistun  Rock,  excepting 
three  descents,  which  appear  to  be  omitted.  It  reads  as  follows: — 
"  Says  Darius  the  king — My  father  was  Hystaspes,  of  Hystaspes  the 
father  was  Arsames,  of  Arsames  the  father  was  Ariyaramnes,  of  Ariya- 
ramnes  the  father  was  Teispes,  of  Teispes  the  father  was  Achsemenes." 
Do  not  these  genealogical  lists  afford  a  strong  confirmation  that  "  Darius 
the  Mede,"  the  son  or  descendant  of  Ahasuerus  according  to  Dan.  ix.  1, 
must  be  a  distinct  person  from  Darius  the  Persian,  amongst  whose  ances- 
tors no  such  name  appears  ? 

Further,  the  account  on  the  Behistun  Rock  of  the  succession  of  Per- 
sian kings,  viz.,  Cyrus,  Cambyses,  Gomatis  the  Magian  (Smerdis),  Darius 
Hystaspes,  agrees  so  exactly  with  the  histoiy  of  Herodotus,  that  it  ap- 
pears impossible  to  make  a  Darius,  who  clearly  reigned  in  Persia  three 
reigns  after  Cyrus,  the  same,  as  a  Darius  who  according  to  the  tes- 
timony of  Scripture,  certainly  reigned  in  Babylon  before  Cyrus.  No  one, 
I  think,  can  doubt  that  the  relation  by  Herodotus  {Clio^  i.,  3  88 — 191), 
of  the  capture  of  Babylon  by  Cyrus,  is  the  same  as  that  foretold  by  Isaiah 
and  Jeremiah,  and  described  by  Daniel,  when  Belshazzar  was  slain,  and 
** Darius  the  Mede  took  the  kingdom; "  and  in  order  to  account  for  He- 
rodotus' omission  of  the  name  of  Darius,  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that 
the  historian's  chief  object  was  to  give  the  histoiy  of  the  kings  of  Persia 
and  not  of  Media,  and  as  he  particularly  notices  that  he  gives  the  history 
of  Cyrus  upon  "  Persian  authorities,"  while  admitting  there  were  "  three 
other  ways  of  relating  his  history"  (Clio,  i.,  95),  is  it  not  likely  that  his 
informants  omitted  to  mention  the  name  of  the  last  king  of  the  Medes, 
whose  reign  over  the  Chaldeans  after  the  fall  of  Babylon  could  not  have 
extended  over  above  one  or  two  years,  when  Cyrus  added  the  kingdoms 
of  Media  and  Babylon  to  his  hereditary  kingdom  of  Persia  ?  And  the 
imion  of  the  forces  of  Media  and  Persia  at  the  siege  foretold  by  Isaiah 
xxi.  2,  before  the  kingdom  of  the  Medes  had  come  to  a  termination, 
I  have  already  noticed  from  Jeremiah  li.  11,  is  confirmed  by  the  account 
which  Megasthenes  gives  of  the  prediction  attributed  to  Nebuchadnezzar 
shortly  before  his  death :  "  -^  Persian  mule  shall  come,  who  by  the  help 
of  your  own  gods  fighting  for  him,  shall  bring  slavery  upon  you,  whose 
assistant  or  feUow-agent  herein,  shall  be  the  Mede"  (Apud  Euseb. 
Troep.  JSvan,,  lib.  ix.)  I  think,  therefore,  that  the  omission  of  "  Darius  the 
Mede  "  by  Herodotus  in  his  account  of  the  fall  of  Babylon,  is  no  proof 
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tbat  we  are  to  conclude  tbat  it  refers  to  a  Darius  who  succeeded  to  the 
throne  nearly  twenty  years  later. 

But  more  than  this,  if  Herodotus'  testimony  is  of  any  value  with 
respect  to  the  fall  of  Babylon  and  the  reign  of  Darius  Hystaspes,  it  is  im- 
possible to  make  that  king  the  same  person  as  the  Darius  who  took  the 
kingdom  when  Belshazzar  was  overthrown.  For  the  date  of  the  former 
event  may  be  thus  calculated : — All  accounts  agree  in  placing  the  battle  of 
Marathon  on  the  29  th  of  September  in  the  third  year  of  the  seventy-second 
Olympiad  B.C.  490,  which  occurred  according  to  Herodotus  (vii.,  1,  4), 
four  years  before  the  death  of  Darius  Hystaspes,  who  reigned  altogether, 
he  says,  thirty-six  years.  Add  to  this  eight  months  for  the  reign  of 
Smerdis  (Her.,  iii.,  68),  seven  years  and  five  months  for  that  of  Cambyses 
(iii.,  66)^  and  twenty-nine  for  that  of  Cyrus  (i.,  214),  and  we  get  the  fol- 
lowing date  for  the  first  of  Cyrus'  reign:  490 -f  32  +  8  +  29  =  559  B.C. 
And  as  according  to  the  Canon  of  Ptolemy  he  reigned  in  Chaldea  for  only 
nine  years,  the  fall  of  Babylon  is  naturally  dated  B.C.  538 — 9.  Now,  we 
have  Scripture  authority  for  asserting  that  "Darius  the  Mede"  was  sixty- 
two  years  old  at  that  time,  and  as  Darius  Hystaspes  was  only  a  little  more 
than  that  at  the  time  of  his  death  four  years  after  the  battle  of  Marathon, 
and  nearly  fifty  years  after  the  fall  of  Babylon  (which  may  be  proved  from 
Herodotus  thus : — Darius  Hystaspes  was  scarcely  twenty  years  of  age  at 
Cyrus'  death  (Clio,  i.  209),  and  by  adding  the  years  of  his  own  reign  with 
those  of  the  two  intervening  kings  would  make  him  about  sixty-four  when 
he  died),  it  is  impossible,  if  Herodotus  is  to  be  relied  upon,  to  make 
"  Darius  the  Mede  "  and  Darius  Hystaspes  one  and  the  same  person. 

Mr.  Bosanquet  concludes  his  letter  on  this  subject  (see  /.  S.  L.,  Jan., 
1857,  p.  460),  with  these  four  arguments: — 1st.  "That  the  seventy 
years'  desolation  in  Jerusalem  (Dan.  ix.  2),  coming  towards  an  end  in  the 
first  of  Darius,  and  seventy  years'  fasts  in  commemoration  of  the  deso- 
lation (Zech.  vii.  5),  which  were  completed  in  the  fourth  of  Darius,  must 
terminate  in  the  reign  of  the  same  Darius,  i.  e.,  the  son  of  Hystaspes.  ^ 
In  reply  to  this,  it  appears  that  Mr.  Bosanquet  considers  the  seventy 
years'  desolation,  according  to  Jeremiah,  to  commence  and  end  synchroni- 
cally  with  that  of  Zechariah,  whereas  I  think  I  have  shewn  that  Jeremiah's 
computation  extends  from  the  first  year  of  Nebuchadnezzar  to  the  fall  of 
Babylon ;  and  Zedekiah's  commences  with  the  fall  of  Jerusalem  in  the 
nineteenth  year  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  and  terminates  in  the  fourth  year  of 
that  Darius  who  permitted  the  Jews  to  resume  the  building  of  the  temple 
according  to  the  original  edict  of  Cyrus,  after  the  prohibition  of  the  two 
intervening  kings,  as  it  is  said  in  Ezra  iv.  24 ;  v.  1 :  "  So  the  work  ceased 
unto  the  second  year  of  the  reign  of  Darius  King  of  Persia.  T^en  the 
prophets  Haggai  and  Zechariah  prophecied  unto  the  Jews,"  etc. 

2.  "  That  the  fourth  year  of  Darius  counted  from  the  time  he  took 
the  kingdom  when  about  sixty-two  years  of  age,  was  B.C.  490,  which 
added  to  seventy  years'  desolation,  makes  the  date  of  the  fall  of  Jerusalem 
B.C.  560."  Is  not  this  argued  upon  the  assumption  that  "Darius  the 
Mede"  and  Darius  Hystaspes  are  one  and  the  same  person  ?  which  I  ven- 
ture to  think  has  not  been  proved. 

3.  "  That  St.  Matthew  tells  us  that  there  were  fourteen  generations 
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from  the  captivity  to  Christ,  i.e.,  14  x 40=560,"  which  Mr.  Bosanquet 
considers  to  be  the  date  of  the  fall  of  Jerusalem,  but  this  is  too  indefinite 
to  rest  an  argument  upon,  for  St.  Matthew  equally  says,  "  the  generations 
from  Abraham  to  David  are  fourteen  generations,"  which  instead  of  being 
confined  to  560  years,  include  a  period  of  about  900  years. 

4.  "That  Demetrius  tells  us  that  the  last  captivity  of  Judah  was  838 
years,  three  months  before  the  reign  of  Ptolemy  Philopater,  i.  e.,  B.C. 
Nov.  222  +  338=B.c.  Aug.  560."  I  think  this  may  be  answered  in  two 
ways.  It  is  either  an  incorrect  reading  of  t\i;  (338)  for  rfiy  (368)  ;  or 
else  Demetrius  may  have  mistakenly  shortened  the  chronology  of  that  time, 
as  the  Jews  of  more  recent  times  have,  intentionally,  the  chronology  of 
the  same  period ;  the  Talmudical  doctors  in  the  Seder  Olam  JUabba  (their 
popula  rwork  on  chronology),  being  barefaced  enough  to  declare  that  there 
were  only  four  kings  of  Persia,  instead  of  ten,  from  Cyrus  to  Darius 
Codomanus,  with  the  evident  design  of  shewing  that  Daniel's  prophecy 
of  the  seventy  weeks  was  not  fulfilled  in  Christ's  death,  for  the  chrono- 
logy of  Demetrius  on  this  point,  if  correctly  handed  down  to  us,  will 
neither  agree  with  the  inference,  which  I  have  endeavoured  to  shew  may 
be  drawn  from  Scripture  on  the  subject,  nor  with  that  of  Josephus,  who 
says,  a  democratical  government  amongst  the  Jews  lasted,  as  I  understand 
him,  to  include  from  the  time  of  Nebuchadnezzar's  burning  the  temple, 
"until  king  Antiochus  Eupator,  414  years"  (Jntiq.,  xx.,  x.,  i.).  Antio- 
chus  Eupator  reigned  two  years  from  B.C.  164—162.  Therefore 
164  +  414  would  give  578  B.C.  as  the  date  of  the  burning  of  the  temple ; 
or  if  Josephus  is  to  be  understood  as  calculating  from  Cyrus'  restoration 
of  the  Jews,  it  would  give  that  date  for  the  close  of  the  seventy  years' 
captivity,  and  make  the  chronology  of  that  period  still  longer  than  Deme- 
trius appears  to  do.  There  are  other  arguments  which  might  be  brought 
forward  respecting  the  fulfilment  of  Daniel's  prophecy  of  the  seventy 
weeks  connected  with  the  interesting  subject  which  has  been  so  largely 
considered  in  the  Journal  of  Sacred  Literature,  but  I  venture  to  think  the 
more  the  matter  is  sifted,  the  more  impossible  it  will  appear  to  consider 
"Darius  the  Mede"  and  Darius  Hystaspes  are  one  and  the  same  person. 

I  remain.  Sir,  yours  faithfully. 

B.  W.  Savile. 
Newport,  Barnstaple,  Feb.  \Uh,  1857. 

P.S.  I  would  notice  one  more  argument  which  Mr.  Bosanquet  uses. 
If  I  do  not  misunderstand  him,  he  considers  that  an  imperfect  Babylonian 
inscription,  found  at  Senkereh  by  Mr.  Loftus,  and  deciphered  by  Sir  H. 
Rawlinson  to  this  effect,  "  Cyrus  ....  who  has  taken  care  of  the  temples 
of  Bit-Saggath  and  Bit-Zida,  the  son  of  Cambyses,  the  powerful  ....  I 
am  he,"  (p.  445)  proves  that  Cambyses  had  a  son  called  Cyrus,  in  contra- 
diction to  Herodotus  who  makes  him  die  childless,  and  refers  to  one  who 
had  these  temples  in  his  possession  before  "  Darius  the  Mede  took  the 
kingdom."  But  in  the  first  place  may  not  this  Cyrus  with  more  proba- 
bility be  the  faiher  of  the  one  Cambyses  who  conquered  Egypt,  and .  the 
son  of  the  other  Cambyses,  who  was  the  husband  of  Mandane,  according 
to  the  genealogy  given  above  ?    And  in  the  second  place  it  appears  from 
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another  Babylonian  inaeription  tianalated  by  Dr.  Hincks  (see  Layaid's 
Nineteh  and  BabpUm^  p.  529)  that  the  two  temples  "  Bit-Shaggatha  and 
Bit-Zida  were  boilt  by  Nabukudorruchon  king  of  Babylon,  son  of  Nabu- 
bulnchar  king  of  Babylon,"  and  therefore  as  belonging  to  the  all-powerful 
Babylonian  monarchy*  thev  could  not  have  been  possessed  by  any  Cyrus 
before  the  destruction  of  BeLshazzar>  when  "  Danus  the  Made"  took  the 
kingdom;  and  qfter  whose  death  they  naturally  fell,  with  the  whole  of  the 
spoils  of  Chaldea,  to  that  Cyrus  who  was  the  conqueror  of  Babylon. 


ON  DANIEL  AND  EZRA,  COMPABJED  WITH  THE  INSCEIP- 
TIONS  AT  BEHISTUN. 

SiE, — In  the  number  of  the  Journal  of  Sacred  Literature  for  July 
1856,  I  noticed  a  striking  apparent  confirmation,  from  the  receatly-disco- 
vered.Babylonian  inscriptions,  of  Daniers  narrative,  in  which  the  prophet 
tells  us  he  was  made,  by  Belsbazzar,  the  third  ruler  in  the  kingdom.  It 
may  not  be  uninteresting,  at  a  time  in  which  there  is  so  much  discussion 
about  points  connected  with  Assyrian,  Chaldean  and  Medo-Persian  chro- 
nology, to  call  attention  again,  to  other  secular  confirmations  of  sacred 
history  and  prophecy ;  and  especially  to  those  drawn  from  the  rock-tablets 
of  Behistun.  We  shall  thus,  perhaps,  s^,  that  while  we  do  not  deny  the 
possibility  of  error  of  numerical  regnal  statements  in  the  Scriptures, 
through  (not  the  want  of  the  fullest  opportunity  of  acquiring  accurate 
information,  but)  the  negligence  of  transcribers — ^no  merely  probable  in- 
ferences from  the  Assyrian  inscriptions  can  claim  to  be  admitted  against 
the  express  numerical  testimony  of  Holy  Writ. 

1.  Herodotus  and  Xenophon,  though  di£fering  in  other  points,  agree 
in  saying  that  Babylon  was  taken  and  its  royal  dynasty  overthrown,  by 
Cyrus  at  the  head  of  a  Medo-Persian  army. 

Now  it  will  not  be  doubted  that  Isaiah  (xlv.  1 — 3,)  predicts  the  con- 
quest of  Babylon  by  an  illustrious  leader  named  Cyrus  (CoreshJ,  But  the 
same  prophet,  when  predicting  the  overthrow  of  Babylon  (xxi.  9),  says 
(xxi.  2):  "Go  up,  0  Elam;  besiege  0  Medial  Hence,  Isaiah  may  be 
considered  as  expressly  predicting  that  Babylon  should  be  taken  and  its 
dynasty  "overthrown  by  Cyrus,  at  the  head  of  a  Medo-Persian  army.  And 
it  may  be  fairly  regarded  as  a  necessary  inference  from  these  predictions, 
that  Babylon  was  to  become  subject  to  a  Medo-Persian  sovereign. 

Again,  it  will  not  be  denied  that  the  Cyrus  CCoresh),  who  says  (Isa. 
xliv.  28),  "to  Jerusalem  thou  shalt  be  built;  and  to  the  temple  thy  foun- 
dation shall  be  laid"  is  the  same  Cyrus,  before  whom  (xlv.  1),  " the  God 
of  Israel  looses  the  loins  of  kings  (especially  of  Belsbazzar,  Dan.  v.  6), 
and  opens  the  two-leaved  gates  (especially  of  Babylon)."  But  Ezra  posi- 
tively testifies  (i.  1,  2 ;  v.  13),  that  the  Cyrus  who  passed  a  decree  for  the 
rebuilding  of  the  temple  at  Jerusalem,  was  King  both  of  Persia  and  Baby- 
lon. We  thus,  through  Ezra,  are  enabled  beyond  all  question,  to  identify 
the  Cyrus  of  Isaiah  with  the  Persian  Cyrus  of  Daniel. 

An  objector  may  doubtless  say,  that  the  prophet  Daniel  nowhere 
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asserts  that  Babylon  was  besieged  and  taken  by  a  Medo-Persian  anny 
under  Cyrus.  True:  but  he  tells  us  (y.  28,  30),  that  on  the  same  night 
in  which  Belshazzar  was  slain,  God  declared  that  '*  he  had  finuhed  BeU 
ahaezar^a  kingdom*'  And  to  shew  that  the  final  overthrow,  not  only  of 
Belshazzar,  but  also  of  the  Chaldean  dynasty  was  implied,  it  is  added, 
"  God  hath  given  thy  kingdom  to  the  Medea  and  Peraiana."  And  we  can- 
not, withont  offering  something  like  violence  to  the  obvious  tenor  of  the 
scriptural  narrative,  suppose  that  Darius'*  the  Mede  did  not  at  once 
receive  the  kingdom  which  had  belonged  to  Belshazzar. 

I  may  add,  that  Daniel's  narrative  certainly  teaches  that  Cyrus  the 
Persian  succeeded  Darius  the  Mede  on  the  throne  of  Babylon,  and 
almost  certainly  that  Cyrus  became  also  sovereign  of  Media  as  well  as 
Babylon. 

To  proceed  a  little  farther  with  the  comparison  of  Isaiah  with  Daniel. 
The  former  prophet  teaches  us  that  at  the  time  of  the  overthrow  of  Baby- 
lon, Cyrus  was  the  great,  preeminent  military  chieftain ;  but  he  throws  no 
light  upon  the  question.  Was  Cyrus,  then,  inferior  in  royal  dignity  and 
authority  to  a  king  of  Media  ?  But  surely  this  point  would  seem  to  be 
settled  by  the  language  of  the  vision  in  the  eighth  chapter  of  Daniel, 
which  was  seen  in  the  third  year  of  Belshazzar.  It  is  said  of  the  Medo- 
Persian  ram  (viii,  3,  20),  that  "  the  higher  royal  horn  came  up  laat"  We 
appear,  therefore,  to  be  here  informed  that,  when  the  ram  was  pushing 
westward,  etc.,  with  triumphant  success  against  Croesus  and  Babylon,  the 
Persian  chief  was  already  not  only  a  royal  horn,  but  also,  superior  to  the 
Median  horn.  If  so,^  Darius  the  Mede  could  not  have  ascended  the  throne 
of  Babylon  without  the  consent  and  permission  of  Cyrus. 

2:  Herodotus  informs  us  that  two  kings,  Cambyses,  and  Smerdis  the 
Magian  usurper,  successively  intervened  between  Cyrus  and  Darius  Hys- 
taspes.  And  what  do  we  learn  from  Ezra  on  this  point  ?  At  the  close  of 
his  fourth  chapter  (ver.  23),  we  find  that  Artaxerxes  immediately  preceded 
Darius ;  and  when  we  read  verses  5,  6,  7,  of  the  same  chapter,  we  cannot 
reasonably  doubt  that  Ahasuerus  intervened  between  Cyrus  and  Artax- 
erxes.   Ahasuerus  will  thus  be  Cambyses,  and  Artaxerxes  the  Magian, 

a  A  learned  writer,  Dr.  Hales,  thinks  that  Belshazzar  was  slain  by  conspirators, 
and  succeeded  by  Laborosoarchad,  who  was  slain  nine  months  afterwards  in  a  con- 
spiracy, when  the  kingdom  was  voluntarily  offered  by  the  Babylonians  to  Darius  the 
Mede.  Dr.  Hales  also  thinks  that  Cyrus  did  not  take  Babylon  until  seventeen  years 
afterwards. 

^  Neither  Herodotus,  nor  Ptolemy's  Canon,  nor  the  fragment  of  Berosus  in  Jose- 
phus,  makes  any  mention  of  Darius  the  Mede,  as  King  of  Babylon.  There  is  no  rea- 
son  to  suppose  that  the  120  provinces  alluded  to  in  Dan.  vi.  1,  formed  120  of  the  127 
mentioned  in  Esther  i.  1.  The  sacred  historian  thus  writes: — **  Darius  the  Median 
took  the  kingdom  (of  the  Chaldeans) :  and  it  pleased  Darius  to  set  over  the  kingdom 
120  princes,  t.e.,  over  the  Chaldean  kingdom.'^  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  comprise  117 
counties  or  provinces ;  and  the  provinces  of  the  Chaldean  kingdom  may  not  have 
been  much  larger  than  our  counties.  After  Darius  had  estabUshed  his  empire  from 
India  to  the  extreme  point  of  Egypt  bordering  on  Ethiopia,  he  may  be  supposed, 
^thout  any  reference  to  the  120  provinces  of  the  Babylonian  kingdom  (called  by  He- 
rodotus the  Assyrian  empire — dpx^)»  *o  have  divided  his  whole  vast  realm  into  127 
provinces,  for  the  purposes  of  taxation.  The  Ahasuerus  of  Esther  was  probably  the 
S^andson  of  Darius,  Artaxerxes  Longimanus. 
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Smerdis.  I  add  wbat  may  be  viewed  as  a  necessaiy  inference  from  Scrip- 
ture, that  Cyrus  was  certainly  King  of  Media  as  well  as  of  Persia  and 
Babylon,  ^ot  we  read  in  Ezra  vi.  2,  that  at  the  beginning  of  the  reign 
of  Darius  he  was  tovereign  qf  "  Ackmetka  in  the  province  qf  the  Medes" 
It  was  too  early  in  his  reign  to  have  achieved  the  conquest  of  Media, 
which  must  therefore  have  already  formed  a  part  of  the  empire  whick 
Cambyses  received  from  his  father  Cyrus,  who,  doubtless,  at  the  death  of 
Darius  the  Mede,  became  sovereign  of  Media  and  Babylon,  as  well  as  of 
Persia. 

3.  The  Behistun  rock.tablets  teach  us  that  Cambyses  (Kabujiya)  was 
the  son  and  successor  of  Cyrus,  and  sovereign  of  Persia  and  Media;  that 
he  put  to  death  his  brother,  and  afterwards  invaded  Egypt.  He  appears 
to  have  undoubtedly  received  Media  from  his  father  Cyrus.  The  inscrip- 
tions teach  us  also,  that  the  Magian  usurper  succeeded  Cambyses,  and 
was  put  to  death  by  Darius  Uystaspes,  who  ascended  the  throne  which 
had  belonged  to  Cambyses ;  and  that,  early  in  the  reign  of  Darius,  an  im- 
postor arose,  who  claimed  the  sovereignty  of  Babylon,  but  was  overcome 
and  slain  by  Darius.  As  this  rebellion  took  place  in  Babylon,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  Darius'  reign,  we  necessarily  infer  that  Babylon  formed  a 
part  of  the  empire  which  Darius  acquired  on  the  death  of  the  Magian, 
Smerdis.  If  so,  Babylon  as  well  as  Media  must  have  belonged  to  Cam- 
byses, and  been  inherited  from  his  father  Cyrus.  Indeed,  the  very  fact 
that  (as  the  Behistun  tablets  declare,)  Cambyses  marched  from  Persia  into 
Egypt,  is  a  proof  that  he  inherited  Mesopotamia,  Syria  and  Palestine, 
from  his  father.  The  rock-tablets,  as  we  have  already  seen,  agree  with 
Herodotus  in  stating  that  two  sovereigns,  Cambyses  and  the  Magian 
usurper,  intervened  between  Cyrus  and  Darius.  Ezra  also,  the  sacred 
historian,  inserts  the  names  of  Ahasuerus  and  Artaierxes  between  those 
of  Cyrus  and  Darius. 

.        G.  B. 

P.S. — Dr.  Hincks  and  Colonel  Rawlinson  are  of  opinion  that  Nineveh 
was  taken  by  the  Medes  cir.  625  B.C.  It  has  been  supposed  that  as 
Pharaoh-Necko  is  said  (2  Kings  xxiii.  29,)  to  have  marched  against  the 
King  of  Assyria,  that  at  that  time  (cir.  610  B.C.,)  Nineveh  had  not  yet 
been  finally  taken.  But  this  is  not  a  sufficient  argument,  as  Ezra  (vi.  22) 
calls  Darius  Hystaspes  **  the  King  of  Assyria ;"  and  Herodotus  calls  the 
realm  of  the  Babylonian  Labynetus,  "  the  Assyrian  dominion." 


BIBLICAL  CHRONOLOGY. 

To  the  Editor  of  the  Journal  of  Sacred  Literature. 

Sir, — Permit  me  to  offer  a  few  last  words  in  reply  to  Dr.  Hinck's  letter 
in  your  Journal  of  January,  p.  462.  It  is  seldom  in  controversy  that  two 
disputants  are  equally  willing  to  rest  the  decision  of  the  question  between 
them  on  the  settlement  of  a  single  matter  of  fact.  Such  fortunately  is  the 
case  in  this  instance.     Dr.  Hincks  candidly  admits,  that  if  Mr.  Aiiy  has 
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proved  that  the  eclipse  of  the  28th  May,  B.C.  585,  is  that  which  tenni- 
nated  the  Lydian  war,  "  it  would  be  impossH^le  to  maintain  the  received 
chronology"  I  have  already  declared  in  your  Journal  of  July  last,  p.  430, 
that  "  whenever  the  decision  of  Mr.  Airy  and  Mr.  Hind  shall  have  been 
set  aside,  the  first  of  whom  has  stated,  that  'the  date  B.C.  585,  is  now 
established  for  the  eclipse  of  Thales  beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt,'  I 
shall  be  the  first  to  revise  my  opinion."  We  are  both,  I  believe,  honestly 
in  search  of  the  truth,  and  both  content  that  the  rejection  or  adoption  of 
our  respective  schemes  of  chronology  should  rest  upon  the  determination 
of  this  cardinal  date  in  ancient  history.    So  let  the  matter  rest. 

In  leaving  the  question,  however,  in  this  position,  I  would  not  be 
supposed  to  express  any  doubt  in  my  own  mind  that  it  has  already  been 
finally  decided.  Dr.  Hincks,  who  has  thrown  around  the  subject  a  mys- 
terious array  of  figures,  does  not  profess  to  maintain  more  than  a  con- 
jectural opinion  "that  the  effect  of  the  correction  of  the  secular  equations, 
such  as  would  suit  the  eclipse  of  Agathocles,  mi^ht  bring  the  shadow  of 
the  moon  over  a  possible  field  of  battle  in  either  603  or  610."  He  states, 
indeed,  that  he  "  entertains  no  doubt  that  the  eclipse  of  18th  May,  603, 
was  that  which  terminated  the  Lydian  war ;"  but  I  do  not  understand 
that  he  has  advanced  any  further  towards  a  proof  of  his  convictions,  than 
when  in  August  last,  at  the  Meeting  of  the  Society  for  the  promotion  of 
Science,  he  observed,  "  I  should  be  glad  to  be  informed  what  the  track  of 
the  moon's  shadow  was  in  the  eclipse  of 'May,  603."  Nor  do  I  think 
that  the  historical  grounds  of  his  present  opinion  can  rest  upon  any  very 
solid  or  consistent  foundation,  when  I  call  to  mind  that  in  July  last  a 
decided  preference  was  given  by  him  to  the  eclipse  of  B.C.  621.  For  the 
satisfaction,  however,  of  those  who  have  done  me  the  favor  of  examining 
my  arguments,  and  who  are  disposed  to  enter  into  my  view  of  the  ques- 
tion, I  may  state  that  I  have  recently  received  an  assurance  from  the  very 
highest  astronomical  authority,  that  no  competent  person  can  entertain 
any  doubt  as  to  the  true  date  of  the  eclipse  being  B.C.  585. 

II.  Dr.  Hincks* has  also  expressed  himself  ready  to  abandon  the 
received  chronology,  if  I  can  substantiate  my  opinion,  that  the  thirty-five 
years'  reign  of  Astyages,  king  of  Media,  terminated  in  the  year  B.C.  539. 
This  again  is  a  question  which  must  be  ultimately  decided  by  reference  to 
the  date  of  the  eclipse  of  Thales.  Cyaxares,  the  father  of  Astyages,  was 
reigning  at  the  time  of  the  eclipse.  If  therefore  B.C.  585  is  the  true 
date,  Cyaxares  must  have  died  after  the  year  585,  not  in  the  year  595, 
"  the  latest  possible  date  "  according  to  Dr.  Hincks,  and  the  accession 
and  death  of  Astyages  must  be  lowered  in  proportion.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion that,  whether  right  or  wrong,  the  ancients  universally  considered  the 
year  585  to  be  the  date  of  the  eclipse  of  Thales;  and  if  so,  must  have 
placed  the  reigns  of  Cyaxares  and  Astyages  lower  than  we  find  them  in 
the  received  chronology.  There  is  no  question  also  that  the  conquest 
of  Astyages  by  Cyrus  was  placed  by  the  earliest  chronologists  in  the  55  th 
Olympiad,  b.c.  560.  It  is  equally  clear  that  in  some  of  the  copies  of 
Ptolemy's  Canon,  viz.,  in  the  only  two  copies  known  to  Syncellus,  called 
the  Astronomical  Canon  and  the  Ecclesiastical  Canon,  the  death  of 
A.8tyages  is  placed  in  the  year  B.C.  539.     Now  Herodotus  tells  us  that 
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the  Medes  beld  possession  of  that  part  of  Asia  which  is  beyond  the  riYer 
Halys  for  128  years,  exdusive  of  the  twenty-eight  years  of  Scythian 
dominion ;  and  the  termination  of  the  period  is  undoubtedly  fixed  at  the 
conquest  of  Astyages  by  Cyrus  in  B.C.  560 ;  after  which  Gyrus  added  by 
conquest  the  prorinces  on  this  side  the  Halys.  He  also  as  distinctly  tells 
us  that  the  reigns  of  four  successive  Kings  of  Media,  viz. : — 

Deioces 53 

Phrtortes 22 

Cyaxares 40 

Astyiga 35 

150 
amounting  together  to  150  years  terminated  at  the  same  point  of  time. 
How  is  this  evident  contradiction  to  be  explained  ?  Much  has  been 
written  concerning  it,  and  nothing  satisfactory.  I  submit  that  a  veiy 
ancient  mode  of  solving  the  difficulty  was  by  counting  the  128  years  from 
the  year  B.C.  688  and  ending  them  in  B.C.  560,  and  by  counting  the  150 
years  from  the  same  date  and  ending  them  in  B.C.  539  ;  and  that  if  both 
ancients  and  moderns  are  correct  in  placing  the  eclipse  of  Thales  in  B.C. 
585,  this  is  the  only  mode  of  solution  consistent  with  what  we  are  told  in 
history  concerning  Astyages,  who  confessedly  lived  for  some  years  after 
his  defeat  by  Gyrus,  and  according  to  Gtesias  on  terms  of  alliance  with 
his  conquerors,  and  who  was  buried  with  kingly  honours.  I  do  not  ques- 
tion the  correctness  of  Dr.  Hincks'  translation  of  the  word  vape^,  as 
"exclusive  of."  But  the  question  still  remains,  whether  Herodotus 
intended  to  express  that  the  Medes  reigned  128  years,  from  which  the 
years  of  Scythian  domination  were  to  be  excluded,  or  128  years  after 
having  excluded  the  years  of  Scythian  domination  from  the  computation. 
The  chronological  question  as  regards  an  in^ortant  period  in  Bible 
history  of  nearly  200  years,  from  the  invasion  of  Judsea  by  Sennacherib 
in  the  14th  year  of  Hezekiah  to  the  rebuilding  of  the  temple  in  the  reign 
of  Darius,  stands  thus ;  the  commonly  received  dates  are, 

14th  Hezekiah B.C.  713 

Fall  of  Jerusalem „  588 

Rebuilding  of  the  temple     „  520 

The  correctness  of  the  intervals  between  these  several  dates  is  so 
clearly  established,  that  neither  of  them  can  be  raised  or  lowered  without 
affecting  the  other  two  to  the  same  extent. 

I.  Now  Sir  Gardner  Wilkinson  has  undertaken  to  shew  from  the 
tombs  of  the  sacred  buUs  at  Memphis,  that  the  invasion  of  Sennacherib 
in  the  time  of  Tirhakah  and  Hezekiah  must  be  lowered  many  years. 

II.  If  astronomers,  ancient  and  modern,  are  correct  as  regards  the 
eclipse  of  B.C.  585,  the^last  year  of  Pharaoh-Necho,  the  first  year  of 
Nebuchadnezzar,  the  faU  of  Jerusalem,  and  all  the  events  connected  with 
those  kings  must  be  lowered  to  the  extent  of  about  26  years. 

III.  Daniel,  Demetrius,  and  St.  Matthew,  as  shewn  in  my  last  letter, 
bring  down  the  date  of  the  fall  of  Jerusalem,  and  the  rebuilding  of  the 
Temple  about  the  same  number  of  years. 

I  am,  etc., 
Claysmore,  Feb.  StA,  1867.  J.  "W.  Bosanquet. 
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ON  THE  OEIGIN  OF  THE  WORD  SABBATH. 

The  usual  stalement  on  this  subject  is,  that  the  word  sabbath  is 'derived 
from  the  Hebrew  sabat  ra«,  to  rest,  keep  holiday,  or  keep  the  sabbath  : 
itself  a  verb  of  uncertain  origin. 

I  have  long  been  of  opinion  that  the  reverse  of  this  is  really  the  case, 
and  that  far  from  being  derived  from  the  verb  mw,  that  verb  was  itself 
derived  from  the  sabbath,  in  the  sense  of  "holy  rest,"  Some  other 
etymology  has  therefore  to  be  sought  for,  and  such  a  one  may  easily  be 
pointed  out. 

The  real  meaning  of  the  sabbath  I  believe  to  be  the  seventh  day^  and 
that  it  is  derived  from  the  Hebrew  term  for  %efoen^  namely,  mhah  910  and 
rrsnm  (or  nsnxi  sadath).  Nothing  can  be  more  simple  and  direct  than  this 
origin  of  the  word,  but  it  is  of  course  open  to  the  question  which  attends 
most  Hebrew  etymologies ;  namely,  what  was  the  true  pronunciation  of 
the  Hebrew  word  nwtt)?  Numerous  Hebrew  words  are  foimd  in  the 
Assyrian  inscriptions ;  and  the  Assyrian  always,  as  far  as  I  have  observed, 
renders  the  Hebrew  letter  »  ain  by  a  vowel.  Thus,  for  instance,  at?  arabia 
is  rendered  aribi ;  »ai« /owr,  is  rendered  arba;  ^^domintM,  is  rendered 
6el  or  bil  (as  the  Greeks  rendered  it  fiTfXos),  Consequently  I  should 
naturally  read  rwixo  as  mbat.  But  I  have  recently  fortunately  discovered 
what  was  the  Assyrian  term  for  seven  (which  has  been  hitherto  a  desi- 
deratum). It  was  sabata.  This  establishes  the  ancient  pronunciation  of 
the  word  so  clearly,  that  I  feel  more  confirmed  in  my  opinion  that  we 
bave  here  the  true  origin  of  the  sabbath-day.  This  word  sabata  occurs 
in  the  British  Museum  series,  plate  25,  line  28,  and  is  followed  in  the 
same  page,  line  34  by  the  term  for  eiffht,  asumun  or  ashmun,  which  also 
agrees  closely  with  the  Hebrew  naow  shmunah.  So  also  do  the  other 
numerals  as  far  as  yet  ascertained. 

H.  F.  Talbot. 
Lacock  Abbey. 


STEIAC  MANUSCRIPTS. 

To  the  Editor  of  the  Journal  of  Sacred  Literature. 

Dear  Sib, — ^Your  correspondent  Cleeicus  puts  two  questions  in  your 
last  number,  to  which  I  am  sorry  my  time  will  not  permit  me  now  to  fur- 
nish a  fuller  reply. 

1.  He  asks  respecting  Mr.  Isaac  Salkiuson's  Hebrew  translation  of 
the  Epistle  to  the  Romans.  Will  you  allow  me  to  refer  him  to  the 
Clerical  Journal  ^or  1855,  p.  286  (No.  50),  for  an  estimate  of  that  work 
from  one  who  has  carefully  examined  it  ? 

2.  He  refers  to  Mr.  Cureton's  article  in  the  %iarterly  for  October 
1845,  in  which  reference  is  made  to  the  importance  of  some  collections  of 
canons  which  are  to  be  found  among  the  Syriac  MSS.  in  the  British 
Museum.     I  beg  to  inform  Clericus  that  I  have  examined  most,  if  not  all 
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aforesaid  excaYations  in  explanation  of  the  biblical  books.  It  is  therefore 
that  Teyler's  Theological  Society,  considering  the  interest  of  science  in 
general,  and  wishing  especially  to  promote  the  sciences  of  biblical  history 
and  exegesis,  asks : — A  complete  critical  system  of  all  particulars  brought 
to  light  by  the  discoTcries  of  Elanden,  Botta,  Layard,  Eawlinson,  etc^ 
and  by  the  disquisitions  of  Grotefend,  Lassen,  and  others,  concerning  the 
ruins  of  the  ancient  Syrian,  Babylonian  and  Persian  cities,  inasmuch  as 
they  may  serve  to  explain  the  holy  writ  of  the  Old  Testament,  and  to  cor- 
roborate its  history.     If  necessary,  a  few  delineatious  may  be  added." 

The  answers  must  be  sent  before  the  Ist  of  January,  1859. 

To  be  answered  before  the  1st  of  January,  1858,  the  following  subject 
is  proposed.  I  do  almost  despair  of  giving  a  tolerable  translation ;  the 
difference  of  our  language  and  the  English  tongue  is  so  great,  that  I 
could  not  give  a  Hteral  translation ;  I  will  be  contented,  if  the  '*  cardo 
puBsiioms  "  is  evident  enough : — 

"Twenty  years  ago  Dr.  D.  F.  Strauss  published  his  well-known 
work  tending  to  prove  the  mythical  nature  of  the  evangelical  accounts,  and 
to  deny,  on  that  ground,  the  historical  truth  of  the  facts  of  our  Saviour's 
life.  The  work  boasted  of  being  the  result  of  impartial  critical  examina- 
tion of  the  histoiy  of  Christ,  as  communicated  to  us  in  the  gospel.  It 
aroused  the  fear  of  many,  that  such  a  proceeding  should  endanger  the 
Christian  faith.  Since  that  time,  however,  such  a  critical  examination 
has  been  continued  in  various  manners,  and  with  different  theological 
views.  Teyler's  Theological  Society  is  of  opinion  that  the  time  has  come 
to  investigate  how  far  this  fear  has  proved  to  be  founded  on  fact.  The 
aforesaid  Society  wishes  to  elicit  a  treatise  containing: — 1.  An  analysis 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  historico-critical  examination  of  the  evaugelical 
history  during  the  last  twenty  or  twenty-five  years.  2.  An  account  of  the 
result  of  that  examination  with  respect  to  the  appreciation  and  dijudica- 
tion of  the  history  of  Jesus'  life.  And  3.  Lastly  an  exposition  of  what- 
ever the  course  and  the  result  of  the  aforesaid  historico-critical  examina* 
tion  have  taught  as  to  the  real  worth  and  the  true  application  of  that 
criticism. 

The  answers  may  be  in  English,  French,  German,  Dutch,  or  Latin. 
They  must  be  signed  with  a  motto,  and  the  name  of  the  author  communi- 
cate in  a  sealed  letter  with  the  same  motto  on  the  envelope.  The  prize  is 
a  golden  medal  of  four  hundred  guilders,  about  33/.  intrinsic  value,  or  the 
same  sum  of  money.  The  Society  alone  has  the  right  of  publishing  the 
crowned  essays. 

Answers  to  be  sent  with  the  address :  To  the  Foundation  of  Teyler, 
van  der  Hulst,  Haarlem  (Holland). 

I  shall  feel  very  grateful  if  you  will  make  use  of  this  communication 
for  your  learned  Journal.  Once  more  I  beseech  you  to  make  such  altera* 
tions  as  you  may  deem  necessary  and  consistent  with  the  meaning  of  the 
proposed  questions. 

I  am,  reverend  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

Dr.  K.  Sybbandi,  V.P.M., 
Secretary  of  Teyler's  Theological  Society. 
To  the  Eev.  Dr.  Burgess,  Ed.  of  the  Jour.  ofSac.LU. 
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ON  THE  USB  OF  •*8HB0L." 

(See  Jouma!  qfStiered  Literature  for  October  1856.) 

Sib, — If  tboM  who  write  on  Vmf  would  examine  all  the  texts,  tliey 
would  find  that  it  does  sometimes  signify  the  sepulchre.  Yide  Psalm 
cxli.  7 :  *'  Our  bones  lie  scatterei  at  the  grave's  mouth,"  ^.  See  Ezek. 
xxxii.  27.  There  are  no  swords  under  the  heads  of  those  in  the  invisible 
world.  The  assertion  that  sheol  always  signifies  the  inyisible  world,  and 
never  the  sepulchre,  is  not  correct. 

Tours  truly, 

K.  A.  H. 


JEWISH  IDEAS  OF  INSPIRATION. 

(In  replig  to  am  enquhy  by  the  Editor. J 

Rev.  and  Deab  Sib, — As  to  the  Jewish  notions  regarding  inspira- 
tion, they  are  in  the  clearest  manner  expressed  by  Maimonides  in  his 
celebrated  preface  to  the  tenth  section  of  the  Talmudical  treatise  ^on- 
hedrin,  which  work  contains  the  thirteen  articles  of  the  Jewish  faith,  and 
has  been  edited,  in  Arabic  and  Latin,  by  Pococke  in  the  Porta  MotU^ 
pp.  188 — 179.  In  the  comments  on  the  sixth  and  seventh  articles,  the 
nature  of  the  inspiration  of  Moses  and  that  of  the  other  prophets  is  dis- 
cussed and  compared,  whilst  the  remarks  on  the  eighth  article  treat  of  the 
holiness  of  the  Pentateuch.     We  there  read : — 

"  Fundamentum  octayum  est,  Lex  e  coelo  [demissa]  est  at  credator,  umversam 
Legem  Utam  qiue  apud  nos  hodie  reperitur  esse  ad  Mosen  [coelitus]  demissam,  totam- 
que  ex  ore  Dei  profectam  ....  fiiisse  autem  ipsum  instar  scribae  qui  ipsam  sibi  dic- 
tatam  describeret, ....  nee  ulla  est  differentia  inter  verba :  '  Et  filii  Chami,  Cash,  et 
Mitzraim,  et  Pat,  et  Canaan ' .  .  .  .  et  ista :  *  Ego  sum  Dominus/  etc.,  yd  'Audi  Israd, 
Dominos  Deus  tuus  Dominos  anus.'  Omnia  enim  ex  ore  Onmipotentis  profecta  sunt 
....  Ideoque  ipsorum  sententi&  omnes  infideles,  infidelitate  et  hypocrisi  superabat 
Manasses,  quod  putaret  esse  in  lege  meduUam  et  oorticem,  atque  genealogias  istas  et 
historias  nulli  rd  utiles  esse,  |c  ab  ipso  Mose  fiiisse." — (pp.  173,  174). 

I  need  scarcely  to  add,  that  this  rigorous  view  is  at  present  far  from 
being  adopted  by  all  Jews,  and  that  among  them  the  same  differences  of 
opinion  prevail  as  in  the  Christian  community. 

Wishing  you  every  success  and  satisfaction  in  your  zealous  labour^ 
I  am,  Eev.  and  dear  Sir, 

Tours  ever  truly, 

M.  Kalisch. 


EESUBRECTION  OF  THE  SAINTS. 

Ebv.  and  Deab  Sir, — Will  you  forgive  my  pointing  out  an  error 
into  which  a  writ^  has  fallen  in  the  last  number  of  the  Journal  of  Saered 
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Idteratwre^  p.  479,  where  he  is  commenting  on  Bossuet's  arguments  (if 
such  they  can  be  called,)  to  prove  the  resurrection  and  assumption  of  the 
Blessed  Virgin,  one  of  which  was,  that  "Christ  when  he  arose,  raised 
many  saints,"  etc.  In  answer  to  this  it  is  said,  *'  Where  do  we  read, 
that  when  Christ  arose,  others  rose  with  him  P  We  do  read  of  others 
rising  when  Jesus  died^  but  of  none  who  rose  when  he  arose." 

The  only  mention  made  of  this  remarkable  event  is  in  Matt,  xxvii. 
52,  53,  where  it  is  said :  "  And  the  graves  were  opened,  and  many  bodies 
of  the  saints  which  slept,  arose,  and  came  out  of  the  graves  ttfter  hia 
resurrection,  and  went  into  the  holy  city,  and  appeared  unto  many. 

The  error  is  an  important  one,  for  it  impugns  the  fact  of  Christ's  pre- 
cedency in  the  resurrection — ^his  being  "the  first-fruits  of  them  that 
slept." 

I  am,  yours  very  faithfully, 
Bonby,  Feb  Uth,  1857.  Weeveb  Walteb. 


SOLLY  ON  THE  WILL. 


SiE, — ^Allow  me  to  call  your  attention  to  an  important  error  in  one  of 
the  quotations  which  you  have  given  in  the  last  number  of  your  Journal, 
from  my  work  on  The  WUl  Divine  and  Human, 

The  passage,  as  it  stands  in  the  original,  is  as  follows : — "  The  only 
answer  then  to  be  given  to  the  above  question  is,  that  the  whole  soul  is 
not  an  object  for  us,  as  it  contains  a  principle  which  we  can  never 
objectivize,  and  which  therefore  is  not  entirely  subject  to  the  law  of  caus- 
ality." By  a  printer's  error  the  word  *  not '  has  been  omitted,  and  thus 
the  passage  rendered  quite  unintelligible. 

I  remain.  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

Thomas  Solly. 
Leipziger  Strode  108,  Berlin^  March  14, 1857. 


The  reader  is  also  requested  to  correct  the  following  errata  in  the  same  nnmber: — 
At  p.  423,  fourth  line  from  bottom,  for  rtcSTfn  read  pn. 
Ibid,  at  the  end  omit  '<  full  and"  before  *'  complete.'' 
Line  six  from  bottom,  for  xi.  11,  read  ii.  11. 


N  d 
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HOTICBS   OF   BOOKS. 


A  Course  of  developed  Criticism  on  passages  of  the  New  TestamerU 
materially  effected  by  various  readings.  By  the  Rev.  Thomas 
Sheldon  Green,  M.A.,  late  Fellow  of  Christ's  College,  Cam- 
bridge ;  Head  Master  of  the  Grammar  School,  Ashby  de  la  Zouch. 
London:  Bagsters.     1857.    dvo^  pp.  zii.,  192. 

No  one  who  feels  a  right  sort  and  degree  of  regard  to  the  Scriptures 
can  be  indifferent  about  the  state  of  the  text,  or  can  quietly  adhere  to 
the  use  of  a  particular  text  which  on  any  account  has  been  rendered 
suspicious.  That  inconyenienoes  and  eims  have  arisen  from  doing  bo 
there  is  no  doubt  Mr.  Green  remarks  on  some  of  these ;  that  'Hhere 
have  been  laboured  expositions  of  passages  undoubtedly  spurious, 
encounters  with  difficulties  which  exist  only  in  corruptions,  and  con- 
troversial citations  where  the  reading  is  so  questionable  as  to  leave 
only  the  alternative  of  ignorance  or  disingenuousness.''  Though  cases 
of  this  sort  may  have  been  fewer  than  Mr.  Green  supposes,  no  passage 
should  be  allowed  to  remain  doubtful  which  can  be  satisfactorily 
corrected.  And  with  a  view  to  a  revision  of  our  present  Version,  the 
first  step,  of  course,  must  be  some  convention  of  those  concerned  in 
it,  about  as  many  as  possible  of  the  variations,  whether  less  or  more 
important,  which  are  found  in  the  different  texts  of  Scripture. 

Mr.  Green  considers  that  a  certain  want  of  interest  has  been  felt  in 
the  consultation  of  critical  discussions,  arising  from  th^  form  in  which 
these  are  commonly  presented.     He  says  : — 

"  A  critical  edition  of  the  New  Testament  offers  on  its  pages  two  distinct  things, 
the  text  itself  as  determined  by  the  judgment  of  the  critic,  or,  at  least,  famished 
with  indications  of  the  form  which  he  thinks  it  ought  to  take,  and  a. register  of  the 
authorities  on  which,  in  each  several  case,  his  decision  has  been  made  to  rest,  as  well 
as  of  Tariations  in  general.  The  latter  is  presented  in  a  shape  necessarily  com- 
pressed, and  apt  to  offer  to  an  untrained  eye  an  appearance  of  intricacy  and  con- 
fusion. Of  the  steps  of  reasoning  connecting  the  resulting  text  with  the  cited 
authorities  there  are  no  intimations,  except  audi  as  may  be  gathered  from  a  few 
prefatory  statements  of  general  principles  which  the  critic  has  thought  proper  to 
adopt  s  with  which,  too,  an  occasional  decision  may  have,  at  least,  the  appearance  of 
inconsistency — the  tendency  of  these  circumstances  is  unfaTourable  to  an  interest  in 
the  important  subject,  and  they  may  often  have  issued  in  an  entire  disregard  to  it. 
The  present  attempt  has  been  made  in  the  hope  of  meeting,  in  some  degree,  this 
difficulty,  by  offering  complete  discussions  of  places  affected  by  such  variations  as 
are  material  to  the  careful  reader,  and  the  interpreter  to  the  New  Testament'* 
— ^p.  iv. 

We  would  only  remark  with  regard  to  this,  that  in  every  good 
exegetical  work,  there  is  commonly  found  a  developed  criticism  of  any 
particular  text  which  occurs  in  the  course  of  exposition,  and  under 


1857:]  Notides  of  Books.  181 

eircumstances,  perhaps,  more  favourable  to  adjustment,'  than  when 
the  object  is  merely  a  critical  one.  In  stating  the  different  sources  of 
variations,  Mr.  Green  mentions,  errors  of  transcription,  the  sources 
of  which  may  be  sometimes  detected ;  the  encroachment  on  the  text 
of  marginal  or  interlineary  matter,  which  is  of  various  kinds ;  cor- 
ruption arising  from  wilful  tampering,  though  charges  of  this  kind  are 
to  be  received  with  caution,  while  that  of  wilful  suppression  is  still 
less  to  be  admitted.  But  a  form  of  corruption  to  which  the  New 
Testament  has  been  particularly  exposed,  and  more  especially  the 
Gospels,  is  that  of  assimilation,  by  which  passages  which  were  partly 
similar  have  been  brought  to  a  more  perfect  agreement.  This  latter 
corruption  would  be  the  work  of  time,  and  hence  it  would  be  likely  to 
accumulate  in  the  later  MSS.  It  is  this  gradual  accretion  of  foreign 
matter,  which  would  more  and  more  adhere  to  MSS,  in  process  of 
time,  which,  in  the  judgment  of  those  who  lay  great  stress  upon  this 
hypothesis,  makes  the  testimony  of  the  mass  of  later  MSS.  of  small 
value  when  in  opposition  to  the  older.  We  think  it  likely  that  these 
critics,  and  Mr.  Green  among  them,  have  carried  this  supposition  too 
far.  That  an  older  MS.,  with  such  interpolation,  would  be  copied 
without  correction  on  many  succeeding  MSS.  is  most  likely;  but  when 
such  alleged  interpolations  are  found  in  the  entire  mass  of  later 
MSS.,  the  older  copies  from  which  they  were  taken  must  all  have 
been  thus  corrupted,  or  in  the  whole  course  of  ages  no  critical  copier 
had  ever  corrected  his  text  by  a  reference  to  a  better  modeL 

Mr.  Green  has  subjected  about  two  hundred  passages  of  more  or 
less  importance  to  this  process  of  developed  criticism,  of  which  about 
one-third  are  found  in  the  Gospels.  The  development  consists  chiefly 
in  the  application  of  one  or  other  of  the  principles  named  for  correction. 
The  variations  are  all  departures  from  the  received  text,  in  which  that 
text  has  been  ruled  by  Lachmann  and  Tischendorf,  or  one  of  them, 
to  be  erroneous.  In  many  cases  Mr.  Green  has,  we  believe,  well 
sustained  his  conclusion.  In  some,  the  MS.  authority  cited  by  him 
is  so  very  small,  that  the  other  considerations  resorted  to  are  not 
sufficient  to  sustain  it.  And  in  some  passages  of  considerable  import- 
ance, Mr.  Green  appears  to  us  to  have  taken  a  side  with  something 
like  special  pleading,  as  in  the  celebrated  passage,  1  Tim.  iii.  16. 
One  thing  appears  certain,  that  in  proportion  as  these  general  con- 
siderations are  made  the  basis  of  criticism — ^hypotheses,  in  fact,  which 
are  not  applicable  by  certain  rules,  and  which  may  strike  different 
minds  differently,  in  reference  to  particular  cases — the  science  of 
criticism  will  be  felt  to  be  too  uncertain  to  establish  a  general  con- 
fidence in  its  results. 


The  Greek  Testament,  with  Notes  Orammadcdl  and  ExegeHedL  By 
William  Webster,  M.A.,  Assistant  Master  in  King's  College 
School,  late  Fellow  of  Queen's  College,  Cambridge;  and  William 
Francis  Wilkinson,  M.A.,  Vicar  of  St.  Werburgh's,  Derby,  late 


182  mtieeio/Booii.  [April, 

Theological  Tutor  of  Cheltenluun  College.  Vol  I.  eontaming  the 
Four  Gospeb  and  the  Acts  of  the  Aposdes.  London:  Parker  and 
Son.    pp.  xlviL,  714.    8to.     1855. 

Such  a  volume  as  that  before  us  demands  the  notice  of  tlie  biblical 
stndent ;  for  it  has  been  but  rarely  in  this  country,  at  least  in  modern 
times,  that  such  a  labour  has  been  taken  up  by  any  scholar  or  scholars, 
as  that  of  writing  and  publishing  grammatical  and  exegetical  notes  on 
the  whole  of  the  Greek  text  of  the  New  Testament :  and  when  such 
works  have  appeared,  it  has  been  at  times  too  manifest  that  the  editor 
has  been  more  diligent  in  gathering  up  the  thoughts  of  others  than  in 
thinking  for  himself^  and  then  carefully  weighing  with  the  sacred  text 
itself  all  that  is  professedly  based  upon  it  or  else  used  in  its  illustration. 

It  is  also  found  at  times,  that  those  who  are  not  content  with  being 
compilers,  have  sought  for  orkfinaUty  through  assuming  a  peculiar 
tone ;  and  thus  they  have  constantly  attained  the  object  which  they 
had  in  view,  though  perhaps  in  a  manner  that  is  really  neither  useful 
nor  edifying  to  any  one. 

The  editors  of  the  present  volume  appear  to  have  been  anxious  to 
do  justice  to  the  claims  of  their  predecessors  and  contemporaries :  they 
speak  in  high  terms  of  the  labours  of  Mr.  Alford,  although  proposing 
to  themselves  a  very  different  plan  and  object.  As  to  themsdves  they 
state : — 

"  We  have  endeavoiured  to  keep  in  Tiew  the  wants  and  neceflsities  of  the  pnpib 
who  have  been  under  our  own  tnition From  the  results  of  a  lengthened  expe- 
rience in  tuition  at  the  University,  at  four  large  and  distinguished  schools,  and  in 
prirate,  we  trust  that  our  labours  will  in  some  degree  contribute  to  the  promotion  of 
sound  learning  and  religious  education. 

<*  We  wish  it  then  to  be  distinctly  understood,  that  our  object  has  been  to  write 
for  learners,  rather  than  the  learned. .... 

''This  limitation  of  our  aim  has  led  us  to  deviate,  to  a  considerable  extent,  from 
the  path  of  our  predecessors :  I.  To  omit  altogether  the  department  of  Textual  Criti- 
dsm ;  II.  To  modify,  or  decline  as  superfluous  to  our  purpose,  much  that  is  common 
to  preceding  annotators;  and  in  lieu  thereof.  III.  To  dwell  upon  points  n^uch  have 
hitherto  received  but  partial  attention ''  (pp.  ii.  iii.^ 

We  may  at  once  remark,  that  the  determination  to  abstain  from 
embracing  textual  criticism  within  the  limits  of  the  plan,  need  not 
have  caused  an  absolute  silence  to  be  maintained  with  respect  to  read- 
ings such  as  would  change  the  whole  character  of  the  exposition  of  a 
passage.  They  have  not,  however,  unifomdy  excluded  all  mention  of 
such  points ;  at  times,  e.  ^.,  as  to  the  doxology  at  the  end  of  the  Lord's 
Prayer  in  Matt,  vi.,  they  have  stated  the  fact  of  the  variation,  and  with 
it  they  have  briefly  but  decidedly  expressed  their  own  judgment :  they 
might  with  advantage  have  acted  similarly  pretty  often. 

The  editors  have  avowedly  abstained  from  mentioning  the  views 
and  opinions  of  previous  writers :  they  have  preferred  to  give  their 
own  conclusions  without  detailing  the  processes  of  thought  on  which 
they  have  been  based.  This  mode  of  editing  has  in  many  cases  advan- 
tages for  a  learner :  for  such,  a  record  of  conflicting  opinions  is  often 
confusing,  an4  rarely  beneflcial  in  any  way :  the  difficidty  probably  is, 
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where  to  draw  the  line  of  demarcation,  and  how  to  define  what  may  be 
left  entirely  to  the  more  advanced  student  to  gather  for  himself  from 
other  sources. 

In  the  Introduction,  they  make  good  and  clear  remarks  on  the 
style  of  the  writers  of  the  New  Testament,  and  on^  other  points  on 
which  they  deem  it  to  be  of  importance  to  express  definitely  their  own 
views  on  Christian  doctrine  and  other  subjects.  The  views  thus  enun- 
ciated they  appear  to  have  carried  out  in  the  notes  throughout  the 
volume ;  tiiough  they  do  not  seem  to  have  considered  it  desirable  to 
make  any  doctrinal  questions  spedaUy  or  unduly  prominent.  They 
have  often  sought  tacitly  to  combat  some  error,  or  to  meet  some  objec- 
tion, by  the  presentation  of  that  definite  truth  which,  if  received,  will 
be  the  safeguard  of  the  student. 

We  cannot  now  discuss  several  of  the  opinions  advanced  by  the 
ecUtors,  nor  yet  define  what  limitations  they  would  pracUcally  combine 
with  some  of  the  principles  stated :  for  such  particulars  we  must  refer 
to  the  book  itself. 

Throughout  the  volume  the  notes  appear  to  be  clearly  and  sue- 
(anctly  expressed:  the  views  of  the  editors  are  stated  in  language  such 
as  will  be  clear,  to  the  learner,  who  will  not  be  bewildered  by  the 
redtal  of  a  multiplicity  of  opinions,  by  lists  of  mere  names,  or  by 
explanations  based  on  some  principle  which  is  only  enunciated  in  mys- 
terious language.  As  to  many  points,  few  writers  regard  Holy  Scrip- 
ture and  its  teaching  firom  precisely  the  same  point  of  view,  and  thus 
variations  of  opinion  are  almost  inevitable.  We  may  hope  that  such 
differences  will  lessen  amongst  spiritually-minded  students  of  the 
Word  of  God,  the  more  they  take  the  place  of  learners  who  inquire, 
What  has  been  revealed?  and  How  are  these  things  to  be  received? 


Die  Bendschreiben  des  AposteU  Paulus  icbersetzt  und  erklart  Von 
Heinrich  Ewald.  ("The  Epistles  of  the  Apostle  Paul  trans- 
lated and  explained.  By  Henry  Ewald.")  pp.  xii.,  496.  Gbt- 
tingen :  Dieterich,  1857.     London  :  Nutt. 

Professor  Ewald  refers  in  very  strong  language  to  the  effect  of  false 
philosophy  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  disingenuous  theology  on  the  other, 
in  throwing  doubt  and  uncertainty  upon  the  Scripture  in  general,  and 
on  the  Paidine  writings  in  particular ;  his  conviction  is,  that  we  have 
abandant  means  of'  approaching  to  certainty  with  regard  to  the  latter 
especially,  and  he  says : — 

'*  I  have  long  been  nnder  the  influence  of  a  ferrent  desire  to  demonstrate  the 
solid  basis  which  is  to  be  found  for  these  important  portions  of  Scripture,  as  well  as 
for  the  others ;  and  I  here  publish  only  what  has  been  for  twenty  or  thirty  years  as 
finaly  established  in  my  oonrictions  as  it  is  this  day." 

And  he  expresses  an  earnest  wish  that  the  false  philosophers  on 
tne  one  hand,  and  dishonest  theologians  on  the  other,  would  only  begin 
to  do  what  they  cannot  long  avoid,  viz.,  to  recognize  the  well-estab- 
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liBhed  troth  on  this  eabject  Next  to  Christ  himiel^  St.  Paiil,  in  the 
Professor's  view,  is  a  character  who  demands  in  a  high  degree  the 
exercise  of  Christian  earnestness,  tmthfhhiess,  and  love,  in  all  enquiries 
respecting  him.  His  Epistles  are  marked  I17  a  character  so  peculiar 
that  one  cannot  £flSl  of  recognizing  his  genoine  productions,  or  of  disdn- 
goishing  from  them  epistles  or  even  shorter  passages  which  could  not 
have  proceeded  from  nis  peculiar  spirit.  If  only  one  of  his  epistles 
has  been  thoroughly  entered  into  so  as  to  mark  in  it  his  inimitable 
character  as  a  writer,  one  may  easily  select,  out  of  a  thousand  others, 
what  are  really  his,  and  avoid  ascribing  to  him  what  he  cannot  in 
accordance  with  historic  truth  have  written. 

There  is  doubtless  much  truth  in  these  remarks  of  the  Professor,  but 
according  to  the  tendency  of  most  of  his  countrymen  he  has  built  a  great 
deid  too  much  upon  his  theory.  The  periods  in  which  St.  Panl  wrote 
were  wide  apart,  the  circumstances  in  which  he  wrote  and  of  those  to 
whom  he  wrote  were  widely  different,  and  though  the  Pauline  character^ 
istics  would  be  more  or  less  apparent  in  all  his  writings,  we  can  easLLy 
believe  that  in  some  of  his  epistles  there  would  be  wide  departures 
from  the  type,  both  of  thought  and  language,  which  was  presented  in 
any  single  epistle.  The  Professor  has  certainly  included  among  the 
Pauline  Epistles  a  larger  number  than  has  been  allowed  by  the  Tubin- 
gen critics,  but  his  catalogue  falls  considerably  short  of  what  the 
Church  has  always  received,  and  in  this  volume  he  has  not  given  the 
critical  process  by  which  he  has  excluded  the  rejected  epistles.  This 
process  we  believe  is  given  in  his  JahrbUcher. 

The  list  and  arrangement  of  St.  Paul's  Epistles  according  to 
Ewald  are  as  follows : — the  Second  Epistle  to  Thessalonians  is  first 
in  point  of  time,  then  the  first  Epistle ;  these  were  written  during 
the  second  great  journey  of  the  apostle.  Those  which  were  written 
during  the  third  great  journey  are, — ^first,  the  Epistle  to  the  Gala- 
tians  ;  there  were  then  four  Epistles  to  the  Corinthians,  two  of  which 
are  lost,  but  are  referred  to  in  the  first  and  second  extant  Epistles ; 
then  the  Epistle  to  the  Romans.  The  Epistles  which  were  written 
during  the  imprisonment  at  Rome  were,  first,  an  Epistle  to  the  Ephe- 
sians,  which  was  not  identical  with  that  which  we  have,  this  latter 
being  a  later  imitation  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Colossians ;  the  only 
fragment  extant  of  the  genuine  Epistle  is  the  series  of  greetings 
contained  in  the  last  chapter  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Romans,  which  is 
foreign  to  that  Epistle ;  then  comes  the  Epistle  to  the  Philippians ; 
then  the  letter  to  Philemon,  and  the  Epistle  to  the  Colossians. 
An  Epistle  to  the  Laodiceans  was  written  at  this  time,  mentioning 
among  other  things  the  coming  of  Mark  the  nephew  of  Barnabas, 
and  referring  to  the  collection  for  the  saints  at  Jerusalem ;  the  Episde 
to  the  Colossians  is  Pauline  in  its  spirit,  but  not  so  in  its  style.  It 
was  probably  composed  by  Timothy  afier  he  had  received  the  in- 
structions of  the  apostle. 

With  regard  to  the  remaining  epistles  in  our  collection,  the  Pro- 
fessor remarks.    '^  The  explanation  and  further  consideration  of  the  fi>ur 
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or  five  epistles  which  are  not  here  indiided,  but  which,  according  to 
tradition,  are  ascribed  to  St.  Paul,  belong  to  another  series  of  writings, 
and  it  is  possible  that  I  may  hereafter  bring  them  into  this.  But  I 
here  intentionally  leave  them  out,  as  I  have  always  regarded  them  as 
not  the  direct  productions  of  Paul.'' 

In  the  translation  of  the  Epistles  the  Professor  has  given  the  results 
of  his  grammatical  views  in  terse  and  effective  language,  and  in  the 
exposition  he  traces  the  course  of  the  apostle's  thought,  which  he  illus- 
trates often  in  a  very  striking  manner.  He  mentions  no  names,  and 
lefers  to  no  controversies,  and  thus  is  able  in  a  short  compass,  and 
with  undisturbed  progress,  to  set  before  the  reader  the  gist  of  each 
Epistle.  On  the  whole  it  is  a  work  which  will  be  consulted  with  con- 
siderable profit,  apart,  of  course,  from  its  heterodoxy  in  some  places. 

Christ  and  other  Masters:  an  Historical  Inquiry  into  some  of  the  chief 
parallelisms  and  contrasts  between  Christianity  and  the  ReUgious 
Systems  of  the  Ancient  World;  vnth  special  reference  to  prevailing 
difficulties  and  objections.  By  Charles  Hasdwick,  M. A,,  Chris- 
tian Advocate  in  the  University  of  Cambridge.  Part  II.  ReUgions 
of  India.     Cambridge :  MacmUlan.     1857.     8vo.     pp.  219. 

We  have  read  this  work  with  satisfaction  and  profit.  With  full  con- 
fidence in  the  principles  and  other  high  qualifications  of  the  author, 
our  previous  impressions  of  this  kind  have  been  fully  sustained  by  this 
production.  It  is  a  matter  of  congratulation  that  Englishmen,  to  whom 
by  the  wonderful  arrangements  of  Providence  the  Indian  empire  has 
been  committed,  have  taken  the  lead  in  the  study  of  Indian  literature. 
The  tendency  to  wild  speculation  on  the  part  of  most  foreign  scholars, 
which  in  other  departments  has  often  kept  the  minds  of  men  floating  at 
a  distance  from  settled  principles,  has  less  affected  the  science  of  Indian 
literature,  because  British  scholars  have  pursued  their  own  methods  of 
using  their  own  materials.  Mr.  Hardwick  has,  indeed,  made  good  use 
of  the  labours  of  foreign  scholars  in  this  department,  but  he  has  taken 
his  own  view  of  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  has  enabled  his  reader  to  do 
the  same. 

The  first  part  of  this  volume  gives  a  luminous  historical  account  of 
the  '^  Varieties  of  Religious  Thought  among  the  Hindus."  These  are 
traced  in  the  earliest  records  of  them,  the  most  ancient  Vedas,  in  the 
writings  of  the  Brahmanical  period,  and  in  the  later  forms  of  them  as 
they  appear  in  Buddhist  and  other  systems.  After  the  wide  extremes  to 
which  speculation  had  gone  on  the  first  acquaintance  of  Europeans  with 
the  languages  of  India,  by  which,  on  the  one  hand,  Indian  civilization 
was  made  coeval  with  the  origin  of  the  human  race  and  endowed  with 
divine  perfection,  while,  on  the  other,  its  chief  writings  were  ascribed  to 
the  middle  ages ;  it  is  satisfactory  to  find  a  general  agreement  on  the 
part  of  Indian  scholars  to  place  the  earliest  writings,  ^e  Vedas,  about 
midway  between  these  extremes.  The  Indian  mind,  it  seems,  is  desti- 
tute of  the  spirit  of  history,  and  by  confounding  periods  separated  by 
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vMt  dirtanoeiy  it  bas  made  H  impoadble  to  fix  tbe  date  of  their  writings 
except  from  internal  eridenoe.  This  evidence,  however,  has  become 
more  and  more  definite  as  the  language  of  the  Hindu  writings  has  been 
investigated.  The  reader  will  fiira  in  the  first  historical  part  of  Mr. 
Hardwick's  work  all  the  informAiion  he  needs  as  to  the  periods  to 
wluoh  the  varieties  of  religions  thoUght  among  the  Hindns  are  to  be 
refinred,  and  as  to  the  natmre  of  those  varieties. 

In  the  second  part  of  his  woitc,  Mr.  Hardwiek  discnsses  ^^the 
apparent  correspondence  between  Htndnism  and  Revealed  Religion." 
It  had  been  confidently  said  that  snch  correspondence  existed  in  the 
Hindu  monotheism,  in  the  Hindu  Triads,  and  in  the  Hindu  Avaiaras, 
Gt  incarnations.  With  regard  to  the  fi^t,  Mr.  Hardwiek  shews  Hiat 
monotheism  properly  so  called,  is  rarely  if  ever  traceable  in  the 
Yedas ;  on  the  contrary,  the  great  mass  of  the  Vedaic  hymns  are 
decidedly  polytheistic  where  not  pantheistic.  As  to  the  second,  the 
Hindu  Triads  have  no  relation  whatever  to  the  Trinity  of  the  Catholic 
faith;  and,  thirdly,  the  theory  of  incarnations  has  no  existence  either  in 
the  Yedas  or  the  Laws  of  Manu.  "  It  is,  therefore,"  says  Mr.  Hard- 
wiek, ^'a  development,  or  rather,  I  should  say,  an  aftergrowth,  of 
which  no  trace  appears  until  we  reach  a  later  stage  in  the  religions 
history  of  Hinduism."  The  Awiiarcu  are,  chiefly,  certain  manifesta- 
tions of  Vishnu  in  animal  and  other  forms.  The  only  one  of  these 
which  constitutes  a  true  incarnation  is  that  in  the  person  of  Ghrishnu, 
and  this  presents  many  points  of  similarity  to  incidents  recorded  in  our 
gospels.  But  the  documents  in  which  this  is  fully  presented  belong  to 
a  period  between  the  eighth  and  twelfth  centuries  of  the  Christian  sera. 
The  piece  to  which  men  like  Voltaire  had  appealed  as  exhibiting  Chris- 
tian ideas  long  before  the  Christian  era,  was,  in  fact»  the  production  of 
a  Jesuit  missionary.  And  the  intercourse  between  the  East  and  the 
West,  which  undoubtedly  took  place,  is  quite  sufficient  to  account  for 
the  appearance  among  Indian  ideas  of  portions  of  Christian  doctrine. 

In  speaking  in  the  third  chapter  of  the  '^  Contrasts  in  the  general 
development  of  Hinduism  and  Revealed  Religion,"  Mr.  Hardwiek  first 
compares  the  best  forms  of  Hindu  heathenism  with  the  fiuth  of  the 
patriarchal  religion.  The  God  of  Abraham  was  a  living  personal  God; 
a  friend,  a  guardian  on  whom  he  could  repose  with  loving  confidence; 
supreme  in  his  natural  attributes,  and  perfect  in  his  moral  nature.  The 
object  and  the  effect  of  this  faith  was  the  moral  conformity  of  the 
human  with  the  divine  nature.  The  Hindu  deity  was  a  cold  abstrac- 
tion, without  personal  interest  in  the  worshipper,  without  active  control 
over  the  events  oi  life  and  human  destiny,  without  moral  qualities,  and 
without  any  good  influence  on  the  human  character.  This  applies,  in 
general,  to  the  best  forms  of  Hindu  theology ;  the  later  forms  w^re 
still  darker,  and  of  more  evil  influence. 

In  coming  to  the  Christian  system,  Mr.  Hardwiek  shews,  in  the 
spirit  of  true  philosophy,  and  yet  with  a  deep  sense  of  the  inestimable 
blessings  of  our  holy  religion,  how  it  solves  all  the  pK>Uems  which 
reason  had  sought  to  investigate ;  and  how,  in  comparison  with  the 
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dark  and  diflmal  wanderings  of  hnman  specolationB,  Christianity  pre- 
sents results  divinely  bright  and  beantiful.  At  the  risk  of  doing  injus- 
tice to  Mr.  Hardwick's  eloquent  argument  by  taking  remarks  out  of 
their  connexion,  we  will  give  our  readers  one  specimen : — 

"While  heathen  systems  are  unequal  to  the  work  of  rectifymg  the  infktuations  of 
the  human  spirit,  and  of  cancelling  human  guilt ....  the  gospel  has  at  length  suc- 
cessfully encountered  the  great  problem ;  it  has  furnished  what  must  ever  be  regarded 

even  in  a  '  rational '  point  of  view,  the  only  fitting  and  profound  solution 

Compared  with  all  the  previous  legacies  of  God,  the  gospel  is  a  boon  immeasurably 
vasty  incalculably  precious.  On  the  one  side,  it  has  clearly  taken  into  its  account  of 
man,  not  some,  but  att  the  factors  of  his  complex  being,  and,  in  harmony  with  this 
conception,  it  asserts,  as  no  anterior  system  had  been  able  to  assert,  the  primal  dig- 
nity of  human  nature,  and,  still  more,  the  permanence  of  human  penonality.  On 
the  other  side,  the  gospel  harmonizes  and  collects  together  in  one  focus  the  scattered 
and  .enfeebled  rays  of  truth  concerning  God  and  his  relation  to  the  creature.  It  pro- 
duces them  in  their  original  unity  and  fulness,  not  as  fragments  isolated  from  the 
other  truths  which  are  essential  to  their  rightfid  action  and  their  just  interpretation, 

but  aa  one  coherent,  living,  and  organic  whole There  is,  in  other  words,  a 

marvellouB  and  majestic  balance  in  the  doctrines  whidi  the  gospel  has  been  autho- 
rized to  bring  before  us ;  and  the  point  round  which  that  balance  is  efiected,  or  as 
seen  from  which  all  other  elements  in  the  Christian  system  derived  their  mutual  fit- 
ness,  is  the  glorious  truth,  announcing  how  the  Word,  who  is  with  God  and  is  God, 
has  verily  assumed  our  human  nature,  and  how  God  in  him  is  '  reconciling  the  world 
unto  himself,  not  imputing  unto  them  their  trespasses.' " 

We  heartily  thank  the  Christian  Advocate  for  this  striking  and 
effBctive  exhibition  of  revealed  religion  in  faxt  comparison  with  heathen 
philosophy. 

— ^— ^-^^  * 

The  Books  of  Exodus  and  Leviticus^  according  to  the  Version  of  the 
LXX»^  translated  into  EngUshj  mth  notices  of  its  omissions  and 
insertions,  and  with  notes  of  the  passages  in  which  it  d^era  from  our 
AuOwrized  Translation.  By  the  Hon.  and  Very  Rev.  Henry  E. 
J.  Howard,  D.D.,  Dean  of  Lichfield.  Cambridge:  Macmillan 
and  Co.     1857.     12mo.     pp.  416. 

We  noticed,  in  a  former  number,  the  first  portion  of  the  Dean  of 
Lichfield's  undertaking,  which  embraces  the  book  of  Genesis.  Apart 
from  the  general  interest  of  the  subject.  Dr.  Howard  was  stimulated 
to  his  arduous  labours  by  the  fact  that  the  Septuagint  has  become  a 
Text-book  at  Cambridge ;  the  book  of  Exodus  being  appointed  as  a 
subject  of  examination  to  the  Candidates  for  theological  honours  at 
that  university  in  the  present  spring.  The  two  volumes  which  have 
hitherto  appeared  have  thus,  no  doubt,  been  already  of  great  use  to 
students  df  the  Sacred  Text,  and  we  feel  sure  they  will  long  continue 
to  assist  those  who  apply  themselves  to  this  most  important  branch  of 
Sacred  Literature.  Thus,  with  every  successive  generation,  the  labour 
of  acquiring  information  is  lightened,  and  with  increased  facilities 
greater  obligations  and  responsilolities  are  incurred  by  those  whose 
duty  it  is  to  be  "  well  instructed  in  the  Kingdom  of  God." 

^  In  the  present  day,  when  so  much  is  written  on  the  correct  trans- 
lation of  Holy  Scripture,  it  will  become  more  and  more  importieuiit  to 
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•ettle  the  original  teztfl,  as  6r  as  a  proper  use  of  criticism  can  accom- 
plish that  object.  Although  the  Hebrew  Scriptnres  are  properly 
appealed  to  as  authorify^  aU  scholars  most  feel  that  there  are  diffi- 
culties in  them,  as  compared  with  the  Septnagint,  which  a  discreet  use 
of  the  latter  might  help  to  remore ;  whilst  the  great  differences  be- 
tween the  two  must  suggest  many  interesting  trains  of  thought  to 
those  who  remember  the  use  made  of  the  Greek  Version  in  the  New 
Testament.  As  bearing  on  Biblical  reyision,  which  may  be  called  the 
question  of  the  day,  Dr.  Howard's  work  may  be  profitably  consulted 
hv  the  mere  English  reader,  shewing  him,  as  it  does,  in  what  form 
Holy  Writ  presented  itself  to  the  vast  multitudes  of  men  to  whom  the 
Septuagint  was  the  Bible,  the  Book  of  Ood.  To  stimulate  the  curiosity 
of  this  class  of  readers,  we  will  quote  a  short  chapter : — ^the  extract 
will  also  enable  scholars  to  form  their  own  opinion  of  the  way  in  which 
the  translation  is  executed. 

**  Chapter  XI. — 1.  MoreoYer,  tiie  Lord  said  onto  Mosei,  Yet  one  plague  wiH  I 
bring  upon  Pharao,  and  npon  Egypt :  and  after  that  he  will  send  you  away  from 
hence :  bnt  when  he  shall  tend  you  away  with  everything,  he  will  expel  you  with 
expnlaton.  2.  Speak,  therefore,  priyately  in  the  ears  of  the  people,  and  let  each 
(of  them)  borrow  of  (his)  neighbour  ornaments  of  silver,  and  of  gold,  and  raiment 
3.  Moreover,  the  Lord  gave  his  people  the  favour  (of  which  be  had  spoken,  ch.  iii. 
21)  in  the  sight  of  the  Egyptians,  and  they  lent  to  them:  and  the  man  Moses 
became  very  great  in  the  sight  of  the  Egyptians,  and  in  the  sight  of  Pharao,  and  in 
the  sight  of  his  servants.  4.  And  Moses  said,  Thns  saith  the  Lard :  About  midnigfat 
I  enter  into  the  midst  of  Egypt  5.  And  every  firstborn  in  (the)  land  of  Egypt 
shall  die,  from  (the)  firstborn  of  Pharao  who  sitteth  upon  the  throne,  even  unto  (the) 
firstborn  of  the  female  servant  who  (is)  at  the  millstone,  and  unto  (the)  firstborn  of 
every  beast  6.  And  there  shall  be  a  great  cry  throughout  all  (the)  land  of  Egypt, 
which  hath  not  been  such  before,  and  will  not  be  such  ever  again.  7.  And  against 
all  the  sons  of  Israel  a  dog  shall  not  snarl  with  his  tongue,  from  man  unto  beast ; 
that  thou  mayest  know  what  wondrous  things  the  Lord  will  do  between  the 
Egyptians  and  Israel.  8.  And  all  these  thy  servants  shall  come  down  unto  me,  and 
sludl  worship  me,  saying,  Gro  forth,  then,  and  all  this  people  whom  thou  leadest, 
and  after  that  I  will  go  forth.  Then  Moses  went  forth  from  Pharao  with  anger. 
9.  Moreover,  the  Lord  said  unto  Moses,  Pharao  will  not  hearken  unto  you,  tiiat 
multiplying  I  may  multiply  my  signs  and  wonders  in  (the)  land  of  Egypt  10.  So 
Moses  and  Aaron  did  all  these  signs  and  wonders  in  (the)  land  of  Egypt  before 
Pharao ;  but  the  Lord  hardened  Pharao's  heart,  and  he  hearkened  not  (so  as)  to  send 
away  the  sons  of  Israel  out  of  (the)  land  of  Egypt'* 

We  should  state  that  the  text  used  is  the  Roman,  as  given  in  the 
Antwerp  Polyglott,  1572.  We  are  glad  to  find  that  Dr.  Howard 
refers  to  Dr.  Kalisch's  Historical  and  Critical  Commehtar^^  as  having 
been  of  considerable  service  to  him,  and  he  says  that  "  it  would  have 
been  more  so,  had  it  come  into  my  hands  before  my  Notes  were  com- 
menced, instead  of  at  a  time  when  they  were  very  nearly  completed." 
We  hope  our  readers  who  have  not  yet  seen  that  valuable  work  will 
make  themselves  acquainted  with  it.  The  Dean  of  Lichfield's  Com- 
ment consists  of  three  parts,  the  Omissions  of  the  Septuagint  Text,  as 
compared  with  the  Hebrew,  the  Insertions,  and  Notes  of  a  miscel- 
laneous kind,  intended  to  throw  light  on  the  whole  subject.  The 
following  are  the  notes  to  the  eleventh  chapter;  brie^  indeed,  yet 
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containing  much  that  is  important,  if  the  nnmeronfl  references  are 
3¥orked  out. 

*•  Verse  1.  With  eterythmg,  ahy  wcani,  rte,  'altogether/  E.T. ;  in  your  en- 
tirety— ^without  reserve  of  any  thing.  Comp.  eh.  z.  24.  And  this  may  be  the 
meaning  of  Jonathan,  TXb  TP  rrro^i.  Complat.  has  erhy  vdtrrf  iK0o}<^;  Onkelos, 
•prr  rmn  JTroa.    See  Kalisch. 

"  Verse  5.  Jt  the  millstone,  whpa  (Luke  z.  39)  rhy  fdXov,  omrr  TIM,  '  behind 
the  mill/  £.  T.  '  Ad  molam/  Vulg.  See  Deut.  zziv.  8 ;  Aug.,  Qu.  42 ;  Aul.  Gell., 
iii.  3 ;  and  comp.  Numb.  zi.  8  ;  Isa.  zlvii.  2;  Horn.,  Od.,  V,  105. 

**  Verse  7.  Snarl,  ypi^ei  pTP,  *  move/  E.  T.,  ntutiet,  Vulg.,  Comp.,  Joshua  z. 
21,  Judith  zi.  29.  Againat,  iy,  S.  So  E.  T.  Comp.  1  Mace.  iz.  29,  iv  ro7s  ^x^pol" 
yovtrtf  '  against  our  adversaries/  and  Judith  vi.  2,  <9?.  Schleusner.  It  may  however 
be  rendered  *  among.'  The  Vulg.  has  <  apnd.'  See  August.,  Locut.  ad  loc.,  and 
di.  zii.  12. 

"  Verse  8.  Whom  thou  leadest,  "f^ani  "«>«,  *  that  follow  thee,'  E.  T.  Comp. 
Jodg.  iz.  10 ;  viii.  5 ;  1  Kings  zz.  10 ;  2  Kings  iii.  9.  '  Qui  subjectus  est  tibi,' 
Vulg.    Comp.  2  Mace.  ziv.  6,  and  see  Clemens  Alez.,  p.  367." 

All  the  ahove  references  are  distinct  enough  except  the  last,  the 
edition  employed  being  needed.  We  hope  soon  to  receive  further 
instalments  of  Dr.  Howard's  useful  and  well-executed  undertaking. 


NotCB  CriUecR  in  Versionem  SeptuagintamrcLlem.  Exodus  Cap.  I. — 
XXIV.  Curante  Gulielmo  Selwyn,  S.T.B.,  Dominse  Marga- 
ret® in  Sacra  Theologia  Lectore,  olim  Coll.  Div.  Johann.  Socio. 
CantabrigiflB  :  typis  academicis  excudit  C.  F.  Clay.  Veneunt  apud 
Deighton,  Bell  et  Soc.  Londini:  Bell  et  Daldy.  1856.  8vo. 
pp.  xxviii.,  52. 

Mb.  Selivtn  informs  us,  that  when  he  began  to  lecture  on  the 
Pentateuch,  in  the  Version  of  the  LXX.,  he  was  pressed  by  the 
difficulty  regarding  the  true  Text,  and  the  rival  claims  of  the  Vatican 
.and  Alexandrinian  Codices.  He  therefore  determined,  before  com- 
mencing another  year,  to  place  before  his  pupils,  or  audience,  the 
means  of  judging  for  themselves  as  to  the  state  of  the  Vatican  Text, 
and  to  make  them  acquainted  with  the  character  of  the  principal  MSS* 
He  has,  therefore,  compared  Holmes's  edition  of  the  Vatican  with  the 
Hebrew,  and  marked  the  differences,  and  whatever  else  he  thought 
worthy  of  notice,  such  as  the  various  readings  of  the  Codex  Alex., 
as  presented  in  Baber's  facsimile.  A  specimen  is  thus  furnished  of  a 
critical  comment  of  a  very  valuable  kind,  if  pursued  through  the  whole 
of  the  books  of  the  Old  Testament,  and  which,  as  far  as  it  extends, 
will  be  found  of  great  utility  to  those  who  attend  the  Professor's 
lectures.  Prefixed,  is  a  catena  of  authorities  as  to  the  value  of  the 
LXX.,  supplied  by  the  Greek  and  Latin  fathers,  etc. 

We  are  very  thankful  that  Cambridge  enjoys  the  services  of  one 
80  zealous  and  faithful  in  his  work,  as  well  as  so  competent,  as  Pro- 
fessor Selwyn. 
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The  Book  qfJonahj  m  Four  SemiUe  Veniona,  viz.j  ChaUee,  Syriac^ 
.^Udopic^  and  Arabic^  with  corresponding  Olossaries,  Bj  W. 
Wriobt.  London:  WilliamB  and  Norgate.  1857.  8yo.  pp. 
156. 

This  is  an  exquisite  piece  of  typography,  produced  by  the  press  of 
Nies,  of  Leipsig.     The  English  letters,  especially  the  italics^  are  of 

ri  beauty,  and  the  Oriental  types  form  worthy  companions  of  them. 
Wright  is  Professor  of  Oriental  Languages  at  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  and  has  given,  in  this  work,  proofs  of  his  fitness  for  the 
important  office,  both  in  the  knowledge  of  his  theme,  and  his  skill  in 
making  its  aoquisitioa  easy  to  others.  Our  commendation  of  the 
volume  must  not  be  measured  by  the  length  of  this  notice,  as  it  is 
evident  such  a  work  wUl  only  be  purchased  by  those  who  can  use  it, 
and  those  of  our  readers  who  are  so  situated  will  find  it  a  valuable 
auxiliary. 

An  Examination  of  the  Ancient  Orthography  of  the  Jewsj  and  of  the 
original  staU  of  the  Text  of  the  Hebrew  Bible.  Part  IIL  :— The 
Sacred  Text,  originally  written  without  VoweL4etters,  or  any  other 
signs  whatever  of  the  vocal^  considered  apart  from  the  artieukae  in> 
gredients  of  syllabic  sounds.  By  Chablbs  Wiluam  Wall,  D.D., 
Vice-Provost  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin.  VoLL  London:  Whit- 
taker  and  Co.    1856.    Large  8vo.    pp.  884. 

Although  this  volume  is  only  fragmentary,  we  should  like  to  give 
more  attention  to  its  contents  than  we  are  now  able  to  do.  The  com- 
pletion of  the  subject  may,  we  hope,  give  us  another  opportunity,  for 
the  learned  author  informs  us  in  an  advertisement,  that 

*'  The  fine  chapter  iloiie  of  this  Yoliime  (108  pages)  has  an  immediate  referenoe 
to  the  Bible.  The  discussioiis  whidi  come  after,  about  Yarioiis  kinds  of  amaent 
writiDg,  more  especially  about  the  cnndform  kinds,  have  extended  to  such  a  length 
as  to  leave  no  room  here  for  the  continuation  of  my  principal  subject.  I  shall, 
therefore,  confine  myself  solely  to  prooft  of  the  reality  and  value  of  my  discovery, 
respecting  the  original  state  of  the  Hebrew  Text,  in  another  treatue  which  I  hope  to 
have  very  soon  ready  for  publication." 

In  the  meantime,  the  following  contents  of  the  volume  will  shew 
what  is  to  be  found  in  it,  and  expected  from  it. 

Chaptb&  I. — Retrogpectwe  ObtervaiUms. 

Alphabetical  writing  not  the  offspring  of  human  ingenuity. — ^M iraculous  origin  of 
alphabetical  writing. — The  second  set  of  tables  of  stone  not  miraculously  written 
upon. — Traces  of  a  sudden  transition  from  hieroglyphic  to  alphabetic  writing  to  be 
detected,  in  the  elliptio  style  of  Moses— In  the  phraseology  of  Mosea— In  the 
grammatical  irreguhuities  of  Moses— In  the  nomenclature  of  Mose8.r-.The  birth  of 
Benjamin  hitherto  erroneously  dated. — Several  marginal  dates  of  Genesis  in  our 
English  Bible  require  correction.— The  Book  of  Genesis  partly  compiled  from  older 
records.— Cause  of  simihurity  of  style  between  the  Pentateuch  and  the  Book  of  Job. 
Ohaptkk  II.— iVb/tce  of  Views  put  forward  tn  reeetit  PtihUeatUmt^  which  tend  to 
support  or  oppose  some  qf  those  developed  in  preeedinff  parts  qfthis  Work. 

1.  Answer  to  objectioifagauist  date  assigned  to  origin  of  letters.— 2.  Sample  of 


1857.]  Notice  of  Books,  191 

£Ulacioii8  reasoning  employed  in  Egyptian  researches. — ^8.  Barefined  imposition  of 
Arabs  on  credulity  of  European  8ayans.^-4.  Architectural  specimen  of  Chinese 
boasting  and  imposture. — 5.  Brief  account  of  two  Chinese  fabricated  books  of 
tniTek. — 6.  Mode  recently  discovered  of  exposing  Chinese  fabrications. — 7*  Ineffec* 
tnal  attack  upon  the  justness  of  foregoing  discoTcry. — 8.  Some  notable  changes  of 
opinion  respecting  the  U±  inscriptions. — 9.  Attention  recalled  to  limits  of  the  age 
of  Sanscrit  alphabet. — 10.  Failure  of  received  theory  about  Arian  or  Indo-European 
tongues. 

Chaptbr  UL—On  Cuneifbrm  Writing. 
Cause  of  this  digression  firom  my  principal  subject. — On  two  kinds  of  Persian 
writing  that  belong  to  the  Syriac  class. — Persians  used  no  other  letters  concurrently 
witii  cuneiform  set. — Failure  of  Gesenins's  attempt  to  prove  that  they  did. — ^Unfair- 
ness of  his  attack  on  the  antiquity  of  the  Hebrew  alphabet. — Introductory  remarks 
on  the  Persian  cuneiform  systems. — ^A  short  account  of  Grotefend's  discovery. — 
Comparison  of  various  readings  and  renderings  of  this  writing. — ^A  sketch  of  the 
progress  gradually  made  in  this  discovery. 

Chapter  IY. — Continuation  of  the  same  Subject. 
On  recoTcred  language  of  Darius  and  its  relation  to  other  tongues. — On  the 
mixed  Grecian  and  Shemitic  origin  of  the  cuneiform  alphabet. — On  mode  of  supplying 
omissions  in  cuneiform  vocalization. — ^Brief  review  of  the  contents  of  the  Behiston 
reoord.--*AnalyBi8  of  hieroglyphic  title  given  to  two  of  the  Persian  kings. — ^The 
older  kinds  of  cuneiform  writing  are  not  idphabetic. 

Apfbnmx  to  Chaptbr  IV. 
The  Phonetio  theory  in  question  further  refuted  by  its  fruits. 


The  Oospel  According  to  St.  John,  after  the  Authorized  Version, 
Newly  compared  with  the  original  Greek,  and  revised  by  five 
Clergymen : — John  Barrow,  D.D.  ;  George  Mobebly,  D.C.L.  ; 
Henry  Alford,  B.D.  ;  William  G.  Humphrey,  B.D.  ;  Charles 
J.  Ellicott,  M.A.  London :  John  W.  Parker  and  Son.  1857. 
Royal  8vo.,  pp.  80. 

After  the  wild  noise  of  a  storm  a  calm  succeeds,  produced  by  the 
very  conflict  of  the  elements  which  preceded  it  Bible  revision  has 
raised  a  tempest ;  two  extreme  parties  contending,  the  one  that  our 
Bible  is  too  perfect  to  need  amendment,  the  other  that  it  is  too  fuU  of 
errors  to  be  any  longer  tolerated ;  and  from  their  jarring  and  sparring 
has  come  forth  the  valuable  monograph  now  before  us.  "  Refraining 
altogether,"  says  the  Preface,  '^  from  any  expression  of  opinion  re- 
specting ihe  desirableness  of  an  authorized  revision  of  the  existing 
versions,  we  have  thought  that  the  best  method  of  allaying  agitation 
and  enabling  those  who  cannot  examine  the  question  for  themselves  to 
form  a  correct  view  of  the  real  state  of  the  case,  would  be  to  offer  as 
faithful  and  complete  a  Version  of  a  portion  of  the  New  Testament  as  it 
was  in  our  power  to  construct."  Two  objects,  the  revisers  say,  have 
been  kept  distinctly  in  view  in  their  undertaking ;  Jtrst,  to  exhibit  the 
Word  of  God  without  any  subjective  preferences ;  secondly/,  to  "  shew, 
as  far  as  is  compatible  with  this  first  and  chiefest  object,  that  the 
Authorized  Version  is  indeed  a  precious  and  hcAy  posssession,  and  that 
the  errors  of  it  are  very  slight  and  few  compared  with  its  great  and 
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many  exdlencies/'  The  latter  task  ib,  in  our  opinion,  eafiify  per- 
formed, indeed  it  is  done  whenever  revisers  apply  themselves  to  the 
amendment  of  the  English  Bible ;  but  the  former  object  is  fiur  more 
easily  mentioned  and  contemplated  than  secured.  However,  the  plan 
adopted  by  the  divines  whose  names  are  given  above,  is  the  best  that 
could  be  thought  of  to  that  end :  for  the  combined  efforts  of  five  men, 
*'  strangers  in  several  instances  to  one  another,  from  different  univer- 
sities, ^  different  habits  of  thoueht,  and,  perhaps,  of  different  theolo- 
gical bias,''  must  necessarily  eHminate  tiie  subjective  element  to  a 
great  extent.  The  result,  now  in  our  hands,  is  highly  gratifying,  and 
we  look  upon  it  as  the  most  serviceable  production  whidli  the  revision 
question  bias  yet  produced. 

But  it  tends  to  prove  the  entire  impossibility  of  satisfying  all 
minds  by  any  translation  of  a  book  like  the  Bible,  to  find  that  in  the 
first  nine  verses  of  this  Gospel  there  are  two  alterations  which  do  not 
appear  to  us  to  be  desirable,  or  satisfactory.  The  first  is  in  verse  3, 
where  76(yo*'"' ^0  rendered  '^hath  been  made,"  instead  of  the  autho- 
riaed  translation  '^  was  made."  Now  while  this  alteration  may  be 
defended  by  the  tense  employed  in  the  Greek,  and  the  rendering  might 
be  quite  correct  in  a  translation  made  de  novoy  we  do  not  think  it 
worth  while  to  introduce  it  in  place  of  that  which  has  become  so 
thoroughly  naturalized  in  our  English  Bible.  This  reason  would,  we 
confess,  have  no  force  if  the  Greek  ^fi^ova  demanded  to  have  the 
English  perfect  as  its  representative ;  but  it  does  not.  For  instance : 
the  formula  of  St.  Matthew,  toOto  ^6  o\ov  r^er^ovev^  could  not  well  be 
rendered  *'  all  this  hath  been  done ; "  nor  St.  Paul's  expression,  ore  ^ 
r^df^ova  &vjpj  '*  when  I  have  become  a  man."  Yet  the  revisers  have 
paid  great  attention  to  the  Greek  tenses,  and  their  opinion  is  deserving 
of  much  deference.  We  will  give  their  remarks  on  the  subject,  only 
observing  that  they  allow,  themselves,  that  the  strict  rendering  of  tenses 
will  not  always  satisfy  an  idiom. 

"  In  respect  to  the  tenses  of  Greek  verbs,  we  have  not  always  maintained  that 
strict  accuracy  of  literal  rendering  which  rigid  scholarship  would  seem  to  require. 
We  have  remembered  that  Holy  Scriptures  are  translated  not  for  the  use  of  scholars 
but  of  English  people,  and  that  an  exactness  which  would  be  perfectly  suitable  and 
necessary  in  the  lecture  room,  where  the  tense  could  be  fixed  to  its  precise  meaning, 
might  often  have  the  effect  to  an  ordinary  English  reader,  not  only  of  causing  him 
to  miss  the  true  sense,  but  even  of  suggesting  a  mistaken  one.  [But  surely  ordinary 
English  readers  understand  their  own  language ;  and  that  could  not  be  correct  in 
any  circumstances  which  would  mislead  them].  Thus  we  have  not  onfrequently 
rendered  an  aorist  with  the  sign  of  the  English  perfect ;  as,  for  instance,  when  it 
stands  in  immediate  connection  with  a  present,  or  where  the  act  in  question  is  so 
directly  connected  with  the  mention  of  it  as  to  leave  no  room  for  misapprehension. 
In  this  course  we  believe  we  have  followed  the  genius  of  the  English,  wi&out  depart- 
ing from  the  correctness  of  the  Greek.  Such  cases  are  difficult  to  settle  or  decide 
in  the  abstract ;  we  have  endeavoured  to  determine  them  as  they  arose,  from  the 
context ;  never  forgetting  the  true  classical  meaning  of  the  tense,  but  considering 
chiefly  the  fsdlity  with  which  the  required  meaning  seemed  to  issue  in  the  English." 

The  other  alteration  to  which  we  take  exception  is  in  yerse  9, 
which  is  thus  translated:  '^  That  was  the  true  light  which  lighteneth 
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every  man  coming  into  the  world."  We  think  Ughteneth  is  inferior  to 
Itghteth,  being  capable  of  two  meanings  in  common  parlance ;  at  all 
events  the  latter  is  good  English  and  quite  explicit,  and  therefore 
there  is  no  room  for  disturbance  of  that  to  which  we  are  accustomed. 
But  the  principal  objection  to  this  verse  is  the  alteration  of  tJiat  comethy 
into  coming ;  by  which  indeed  more  obscurity  is  introduced,  and  the 
English  reader  is  put  perhaps  in  possession  of  the  difficulty  of  the 
Greek  text ;  but  the  serious  responsibility  is  incurred  of  disturbing 
the  positive  teaching  of  our  English  Bible,  as  this  text  now  stands. 
We  do  not  think  this  a  desirable  course,  especial^  as  the  common  ren- 
dering has  so  much  of  catholic  consent  and  exegetical  argument  in  its 
favour.  But  we  will  not  speak  positively,  but  may  be  allowed  to 
quote  what  we  have  written  on  the  subject  on  another  occasion,  in  a 
review  of  a  sermon  by  the  Rev.  G.  Huntingdon,  M.  A.,  on  this  text — 
"  The  preacher  takes  a  broad  and  liberal  view  of  the  doctrine 
stated,  that  Christ  is  a  light  to  every  man,  whether  he  hears  the 
Gospel  or  not.  To  meet  the  apparent  difficulty  of  the  text,  when  the 
word  '  lighteth'  is  presumed  to  mean  the  actual  illumination  of  Gospel 
truth  and  Christian  ordinances,  it  has  been  proposed  to  read  it,  ^  That 
was  the  true  light  which,  coming  into  the  world,  lighteth  every  man 
(that  comes  within  its  reach)' — a  rendering  which  the  mere  Greek 
words  will  admit.  But  it  is  well  said  by  Starckius,  to  0(Sv  is  not  here 
spoken  of  as  having  now  appeared  for  the  first  time,  but  is  referred  to 
by  St.  John,  *  ut  jam  (paivop  iv  rfj  okotU  lucens  in  tenebras,  licet  ab 
iisdem  non  Kara\rf(p0ev  receptum ;  et  ver.  5,  quod  jam  ^v  Juerit  in 
mundo,  et  mundus  hi  avrov  per  ipsum  factum  sit,'  etc.  He  thus 
concludes  a  learned  argument  on  the  subject :  *  Ergo  nostra  phrasis 
€pxofi€vov  &9  TOP  Kofffwv  uou  potcst  acccpl  de  eodem  lumen  venturo.' 
Mr.  Alford,  on  the  contrary,  points  the  Greek  so  as  to  connect  epxofie- 
vov  with  TO  0109,  and  says :  '  We  are  driven  to  the  only  legitimate 
rendering,  which  is,  to  take  ^v  ipxofievov  as  equivalent  to  an  imperfect 
came ;  t.  c,  at  the  time  when  John  bore  this  witness,  the  true  light 
which  lighteth  every  man,  came — was  in  process  of  manifesting  him- 
self—into  the  world.'  Without  any  formal  exegesis,  Mr.  Huntingdon 
takes  the  common  translation — ^that  of  the  authorized  version — and 
Bays  :— 

''  *  My  parpose  is  to  pro^e  that  Christ  through  the  Spirit  is  **  the  true  light  that 
lighteth  every  man  that  cometh  into  the  world.''  I  shall  endeavour  to  shew  that 
these  influences  are  not  limited  to  the  favoured  few  to  whom  an  express  revelation 
has  been  vouchsafed ;  but  that  they  are  to  be  understood  as  embracing,  to  some " 
extent,  the  whole  of  our  race ;  that  it  would  be  as  reasonable  to  conceive  of  any 
*pot  in  this  earth  as  entirely  destitute  of  the  light  of  the  sun,  as  to  suppose  that  any 
child  of  God  ("  for  we  are  'all'  His  offspring")  can  be  beyond  the  sphere  of  the 
Sun  of  Righteousness.' " 

Thus,  then,  in  one  verse  alone,  it  would  seem  impossible  to  secure 
anything  like  consent  in  rendering  it  into  English,  although  the  present 
revisers  certainly  have  strictly  foUowed  the  Greek  in  their  translation. 
We  have  only  noticed  this  valuable  work  in  transitu^  and  hope  to 
make  it  the  subject  of  fuller  investigation  at  some  future  time. 

VOL.  V. — NO.  IX.  O 
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ne  l^ikB  of  Paul  to  the  ThessdUmians :  translated  from  the  Greek 
on  the  bams  of  the  common  English  Version,  with  Notes  by  the 
Translators  of  IL  Peter — Revelations.  New  York:  American 
Bible  Union.     London :  Trttbner  and  Co.     1856.     4to.  pp.  80. 

We  are  sorry  to  find  that  the  labours  of  the  American  Bible  Union 
are  not  likely  to  be  of  much  use  in  this  country,  except  to  guard  ns 
against  the  errors  into  which  its  members  fall  in  their  treatment  of  onr 
English  Bible.  So  £ar  from  touching  it  with  a  reverential  hand,  they 
seem  to  have  quite  a  mama  for  alterations,  so  that  we  should  not  know 
our  venerable  version  again  if  it  were  to  be  subjected  to  their  trimming 
and  dressing.  However,  we  will  give  our  readers  a  fair  opportunity  of 
judging  for  themselves,  both  as  to  the  text  and  the  notes.  We  select 
the  fourth  chapter  of  the  first  Epistle. 

> 

1.  Finally  therefore,  brethren,  we  beseech  yon,  and  exhort  in  the  Tiard  Jesus, 
that,  according  as  ye  received  from  ns  how  ye  ought  to  walk  and  please  Gofl,  ye 
wonld  abound  yet  more. 

2.  For  ye  know  what  commands  we  gave  yon  by  the  Lord  Jesns. 

3.  For  this  is  God's  will,  yonr  sanctification ;  that  ye  abstain  from  fornication : 

4.  That  every  one  of  you  know  how  to  possess  himself  of  his  own  vessel  in 
sanctification  and  honour, 

5.  Not  in  passion  of  lust,  even  as  the  Gentiles,  who  know  not  God ; 

6.  That  no  one  transgress  and  defraud  in  the  matter  his  brother ;  because  the 
Lord  i»  an  avenger  for  all  these  things,  as  we  also  foretold  you  and  fully  testified. 

7.  For  God  did  not  call  us  for  uncleanness,  but  unto  sanctification. 

8.  Therefore  he  that  rejecteth,  rejecteth  not  man,  but  God,  who  also  gave  his 
Holy  Spirit  unto  us. 

9.  But  concerning  brotherly  love  ye  have  no  need  that  one  write  unto  you :  for 
ye  yourselves  are  taught  of  God  to  love  one  another ; 

10.  For  ye  also  do  it  toward  all  the  brethren  that  are  in  the  whole  of  Macedonia: 
but  we  exhort  you,  brethren,  to  abound  yet  more. 

11.  And  to  study  to  be  quiet,  and  to  do  yonr  own  business,  and  to  work  with 
your  own  hands,  as  we  commanded  you; 

12.  That  ye  may  walk  becomingly  toward  those  without,  and  may  have  need  of 
nothing. 

13.  But  I  would  not  that  ye  should  be  ignorant,  brethren,  concerning  those  who 
are  asleep,  that  ye  may  not  sorrow,  even  as  the  others  who  have  no  hope. 

14.  For  if  we  believe  that  Jesus  died  and  arose,  so  also,  those  who  fell  asleep, 
will  God  through  Jesus  bring  with  him. 

15.  For  this  we  say  unto  you  by  the  word  of  the  Lord,  that  we  who  are  living, 
who  are  left  over  unto  the  coming  of  the  Lord,  shaU  in  no  wise  precede  those  who 
fell  asleep. 

16.  For  the  Lord  himself  with  a  shout,  with  voice  of  archangel,  and  with  trumpet 
of  God,  shall  descend  from  heaven,  and  tlie  dead  in  Christ  shall  rise  first. 

17.  Then  we  who  are  living,  who  are  left  over,  shall  together  with  them  be  caught 
away  In  clouds,  to  meet  the  Lord,  into  the  air;  and  so  shall  we  ever  be  with  the  Lord. 

18.  Wherefore  comfort  one  another  with  tiiese  words. 

We  can  only  make  room  for  the  note  on  the  fourteenth  verse  of 
this  chapter. 

«  *  The  quickening  of  the  dead  being  one  of  those  great  works  of  God  (ch.  i.  10 ; 
Dent,  xxxii.  39 ;  1.  Sam.  U.  6  ;  Acts  zxvi.  8  ;  Rom.  viii.  11 ;  &c.),.  which  the  Father 
sheweth  the  son.'  Comp.  John  v.  20,  21, 28 ;  vi.  39  ;  &c. — especially  2  Cor.  iv.  14. 
1.  According  to  £.  V.  and  others,  rohs  Koifjiri$4yras  8i&  rod  *lri<rov=oi  vcKpol  iv 
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Xpurrf,  ▼.  16 ;  or  ol  Koifinfim^s  iy  Xpurrf,  1.  Cor.  Z¥.  18 ;  or  ol  iv  Kvpl^  &iro9vii<r* 
Kopres^  Rev.  ziv.  13.  But  this  explanation  is  scarcely  justified  by  Grot.'8  reference 
to  Rom.  iv.  11,  and  Knapps's  (ad.  loc.  cit.  ch,  ii.  3,  N.  k)  to  2  Cor.  iii.  11.  In  the 
latter  place  the  did  is  not  strictly  synonymous  with  the  iy;  and  in  both  places  it  is 
oonstnxed,  as  often  elsewhere,  with  the  drcumstaneee  in,  through^  and  out  of  which, 
a  thing  is  done.  2.  Others,  retaining  this  connection  of  Bth  r.  *I.  with  KoiiiTiB^yras, 
translate  5mC  according  to  its  common  force,  when  followed  by  a  genitive.  Thus  ; 
W.,  T.,  C,  B.,  (by) ; — Vulg.  (per.  In  Am.,  however,  which  has  no  comma  after 
Jesum,  the  connection  is  doubtful ; — and  so  with  R.'s  by,  and  Von  der  H.'s  durch,). 
Germ,  (dureh),  Fr.  S.  marg,  (par  le  moyen  de) ; — ^Tertull.,  Ambrosiast.,  Erasm., 
Calv.,  Castal.,  Muse,  Vat.,  Mont.,  Cocc.,  Schmidt,  Gosch.,  (as  Vulg.;  but  with 
various  explanations,  e,g»  Ambrosiast. ;  '  per  Jesum,  id  est,  sub  spe  fidei  hujus:' 
'by  Jesus;  that  is,  in  the  hope  of  this  faith.'  Calv. :  '  Dormire  per  Christum  est 
retinere  in  morte  conjunctionem  quam  habemus  cum  Christo:  nam  qui  fide  in 
Christum  inserti  sunt,  mortem  cum  eo  communem  habent,  ut  sint,  vitas  socii :'  '  To 
sleep  by  Christ  is  to  retain  in  death  the  union  which  we  have  with  Christ :  for  they 
who  by  faith  are  engrafted  into  Christ  have  their  death  in  common  with  him,  that 
they  may  be  partners  in  his  life.'  Muse. :  *  Fideles  per  Christum  moriuntur,  dum 
propter  ilium  ab  impiis  hujus  seculi  tyrannis  occiduntur  :'  '  The  faithful  die  through 
Christ,  when  on  his  account  they  are  slain  by  the  impious  tyrants  of  this  world.' 
[The  same  view  is  given  by  Aret.  propter ;  Hamm.  through,  which  he  paraphrases 
by  *  for  the  testimony,  or  by  occasion  of  the  faith  of  Christ ; '  Tillotson  for  Jesus* 
take.  Liinem.  cites  also  Salmeron  and  Jos.  Mede,  but  justly  objects,  that  such  a 
special  reference  to  martyrs  is  unsuitable  to  the  apostle's  immediate  object,  and  is  not 
sustained  by  anything  in  these  two  Epistles].  Cocc.  combines  Calv.  and  Muse. : 
'  Per  Jesum,  h.  e.  qui  in  communione  Jesu  mortui  sunt,  et  quibus  causa  moriendi  fiiit 
gratia  Christ!  et  ipsius  commnnio  : '  Through  Jesus;  that  is,  those  who  have  died  in 
die  fellowship  of  Jesus,  and  the  cause  of  whose  death  was  the  grace  of  Christ  and 
communion  with  him.'),  Baumg.  (as  Germ,;  but  hesitates  between  the  sense  of  Calv. 
and  that  of  Muse),  Scott,  Barn.,  Kenr.,  (as  Hamm, ;  but  with  various  explanations. 
Thus,  Scott :  '  Death  was  become  only  a  sleep  throtigh  Jesus' — an  unsatisfactory 
suggestion  of  Mich.,  but  adopted  also  by  Barn. :  '  In  Jesus— or  through  [8ick] 
him;  that  is,  his  death  and  resurrection  are  the  cause  of  their  quiet  and  calm 
repose.'  Kenr.'s  note  is :  *  in  faith  and  grace.').  3.  The  connection  of  Stk  r.  *l. 
with  ^ci  (construetio  pr<Bgnans= '  God  will  raise  from  the  dead  by  Jesus,  and  then 
bring,  &c.')  is  allowed  by  (Ecum.,  Muse.,  Turret.,  Dodd.,  &c.,  and  adopted  by  Dt. 
marg.  (door),  Fr.  S.  (par  le  moyen  de)  ; — Fab.,  Storr,  Ros.,  Pelt,  Schott,  (per)  B, 
and  L.  (par),  Bens.,  Guyse  (*  through  the  power  of  the  death,  and  the  vnrtue  of  the 
resurrection  of  Jesus'),  Moldenh.,  Flatt,  Gerl.,  Olsh.,  De  W.,  Liinem.,  Koch, 
(rfwrcA),  Wakef.,  Newc,  Conyb.,  (as  above),  Thom.  (by  the  agency  of),  Bloomf., 
Murd.  and  Turb.  (by) ;— Wahl,  Rob.  E.  V.  and  G.  follow  Bez.  and  Pagn, 

Is  there  not  more  of  the  shew  than  of  the  reality  of  learning  in 
this  intricate  weh  of  references  ? 


The  Guide  of  the  Perplexed  {Mori  NebucMm),  a  Theological  and 
Philosophical  Treatise.  By  Moses  ben  Maimon  (Maimonides). 
Published  for  the  first  time  in  the  original  Arabian,  accompanied 
by  a  French  Translation,  and  by  Critical,  Literary,  and  Explana- 
tory Notes,  by  S.  Munk.     Vol.  I.     Paris.     1856.     Frank.a 

We  announced  some  time  ago  the  publication  of  a  French  translation 
of  this  important  work  of  Maimonides  by  M.  Munk.    Mr.  H.  G.uedalla, 

a  For  this  valuable  review  we  are  indebted  to  the  Jewish  Chronicle, — Ed.  /.  S,  L, 

o2 
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now  at  Patifi,  has  fsTonred  ub  with  a  notice  of  this  version,  which  we 
insert: — 

This  translation,  which  is  dedicated  to  Baron  and  Baroness  James 
de  Rothschild,  has  excited  a  good  deal  of  attention  in  the  theological 
world  of  France.  I  shall  now  proceed  to  translate  copiously  from  the 
notes  and  pre&ce,  previonslj  to  giving  your  readers  some  extracts  from 
this  valuable  work. 

The  translation  of  the  Arabian  title  presents  some  difficulties ;  it 
signifies:  Indication,  or  Guide,  to  those  who  are  in  perplexity,  in 
trouble,  or  in  indecision,  and  the  author  himself  explains  in  the  intro- 
duction why  he  has  chosen  this  title.  It  will  be  perceived  that  it 
would  be  difficult  to  give  a  translation  of  it  which  fulfilled  at  once  the 
condition  of  being  perfectly  exact  and  that  of  the  clearness  and  conci- 
sion which  a  title  requires.  The  translation  which  would  come  nearest 
to  the  literal  meaning  would  be  that  of  guide  to  the  perplexed,  or  guide 
of  the  wavering,  but  that  would  appear  pretentious,  and  would  not  pre- 
sent at  first  sight  a  clear  idea.  The  Hebrew  translation  is  entitied 
Mor6  Neboukhim,  and  this  title,  perfectly  conformable  to  the  Arabian 
title,  presents  the  same  difficulties.  The  biblical  word,  Neboukhim 
(Exod.  xiv.  3),  has  been  translated  sometimes  by  embarrassed  or 
entangled,  sometimes  by  perplexed  ( Vulg,^  Coarctati).  Owing  to  this 
double  sense  the  titie  has  been  translated  in  different  ways.  Buxtorf 
has  rendered  it  as  Doctor  Perplexomm,  which,  as  far  as  regards  the 
first  -word,  is  not  correct;  Mord  signifies  here  Ductor  or  Indicator. 
The  ancient  Latin  version,  published  at  Paris  in  1520,  has  for  its  title, 
Dux  seu  Director  Dubitantium  out  Perplexomm,  Raymond  Martin, 
in  the  Pugio  Fideij  quotes  the  work  of  Maimonides  under  the  titie  of 
Director  Neutrorum.  Paul  de  Burgos,  in  the  Scrutinum  Scrqftura- 
runij  gives  the  title  of  Directio  Perplexorum,  which  is  the  most  exact ; 
and  Alphonse  Da  Spina,  in  the  FortaliUum  Fidei,  calls  the  work 
Demonstrator  Errantium  (Cf.  Wolf,  BibUoth.  Hebrcs,  t.  iii.,  p.  779). 
Lastiy,  Ladvocal,  in  his  Historical  DictioTiary,  under  the  article  "Mai- 
monides," translates,  **  The  Doctor  of  those  who  Waver." 

These  various  translations,  to  which  might  be  added  several  others,  * 
prove  the  difficulty  which  exists  in  reproducing  the  original  title,  by 
translation,  in  a  manner  at  once  concise  and  entirely  correct.  TThe  title 
which  is  above  adopted  has  been  for  a  long  time  accepted  and  gene- 
rally used  amongst  the  European  Jews,  particularly  in  Germany,  and 
could  not  be  thrown  off  without  exposing  the  translator  to  a  charge  of 
pedantry.  The  German  translation  of  the  third  part,  by  M.  Scheyer, 
bears  the  title  of  Zurechtweisung  der  Verirrterij  and  in  France,  also, 
the  title  of  Ouide  of  the  Perplexed  has  been  adopted  already  in  several 
works,  and  expressly  in  the  excellent  article  which  M,  Frank  has 
consecrated  to  Maimonides  (see  Dictionary  of  Philosophical  Sciences, 
t.  iv.,  p.  81).  This  title  has  likewise  the  advantage  of  concision,  and 
that  of  presenting  to  the  reader  a  precise  idea,  and  of  words  which 
blend  together  in  a  natural  manner.  It  is  only  necessary  to  warn  that 
by  perplexed  must  be  understood,  those  who  do  not  know  how  to  find  the 
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true  path  in  the  interpretation  of  H0I7  Writ,— hesitate  between  the 
literal  meaning,  which  wars  sometimes  with  reason,  and  the  allegorical 
sense  which  religious  faith  appears  to  censure.  The  author  aims  to 
indicate  to  those  the  path,  and  to  relieve  them  from  their  perplexity. 
In  conclusion,  the  word  perplexed  does  not  vary  too  much  from  that 
which  is  employed  in  the  original ;  which  signifies  also  sometimes  to 
wander,  to  perplex  oneself;  and,  as  an  example,  the  planets,  in  Arabic, 
wandering  stars.  Herbelot  iBiblMth.  Orient.^  p.  538),  has  translated 
the  Arabian  title  of  Maimonides'  work  by,  Qutde  of  those  who  are  taken 
from  the  right  UnCy  which  is  conformable  to  the  title  of  Qvide  to  the 
Perplexed. 

The  Mori  Neboukhim  is  sufficiently  known  and  appreciated.     Its 
importance  to  biblical  theology  is  generally  recognized,  and  likewise  its 
richness  in  facts  connected  with  the  history  of  the  philosophy  of  the 
middle  ages,  particularly  as  relates  to  the  Arabians.     None  of  the 
questions  which  interest  the  theologist  are  passed  over  silently ;  and 
although  the  solution  of  them  is  based  generally  upon  metaphysics, 
which  have  had  their  day,  yet  they  frequently  offer  us  features  of  light 
which  can  still,  at  the  present  time,  guide  our  researches  and  serve  us 
as  a  torch  to  penetrate  into  obscure  regions,  which,  for  the  human 
xnind,  are  enveloped  in  mystery.    As  the  original  founder  of  a  rational 
theology,  in  which  philosophical  thought  maintains  all  its  privileges, 
Maimonides  exercised  over  his  co-religionists  a  decisive  influence,  the 
effects  of  which  are  stiU  felt  at  the  present  time ;  and  the  principles 
which  he  has  laid  down,  eagerly  embraced  on  one  side  and  passionately 
resisted  by  the  other,  have  given  rise  to  a  contest  in  which  human 
reason  has  come  off  victorious,  after  having  effected  between  faith  and 
thought  that  reconciliation  which  the  great  genius  of  Maimonides,  out- 
stripping ages,  had  intended  as  the  hiost  noble  aim  of  all  his  efforts. 
But  the  high  reputation  of  this  illustrious  man  was  not  limited  to  the 
Bjuagogue,  but  his  incontestibly  superior  mind  found  appreciation 
amongst  the  learned  men  of  all  faiths.     Learned  Musselmans  did  not 
disdain  a  perusal  of  the  Quide,  and  one  of  them  has  even  written  a 
commentary  of  certain  parts,  in  which  he  eulogizes  the  author  most 
^gbly.     In  Egypt,  where  Maimonides  resided,  the  Coptic  theologists 
studied  his  work,  and  rendered  it  accessible  to  their  community  by 
copies  which  they  made  of  it  in  Arabian  characters.     The  Hebrew 
version  of  Samuel  Iben  Tibbon  has  gone  through  many  editions,  most 
of  which  are  very  faulty,  and  can,  in  truth,  only  be  called  a  faint  out- 
line of  the  original  Arabian.   The  first  part  of  the  Quide  is  consecrated 
entirely  to  preliminary  questions,  and  serVes  to  prepare  the  reader  for 
a  solution  of  the  great  theological  and  philosophical  questions  treated 
in  the  two  other  parts.  -  The  author  explains  at  first  a  certain  number 
of  homonomy  words  which  are  found  in  Holy  Writ,  shews  the  dif- 
ferent meanings,  and  forcibly  insists  on  the  figurative  sense  which 
must  be  attributed  to  them  when  they  are  applied  to  God ;  he  adds 
also  general  observations  on  theological  studies,  and  on  the  manner  in 
which  one  ought  to  prepare  oneself  for  them.     Arriving,  then,  at  the 


198  Notices  of  Booh.  [April, 

qnestion  of  divine  attribntes,  he  shews  that  all  attrihntes  of  Gt)d  most 
be  removed  [remote]  from  the  mind,  and  he  shews  in  what  sense  the 
different  terms  employed  as  attributes  must  be  understood. 

Munk's  translation  into  Fraxsh  is  an  extraordinary  production. 
One  cannot  but  be  lost  in  admiration  of  his  patience  and  perseverance, 
as  shortly  after  the  commencement  of  his  labour  he  became  entirely 
blind. 

The  following  is  a  summary  of  the  first  part : — It  contains  seventy- 
six  chapters ;  introduction ;  letter  of  the  author  to  his  disdple.  Aim 
of  the  work:  Ist.  Explanation  of  the  metaphysical  words  which  are 
found  in  the  prophets.  2nd.  Explanation  of  the  allegories  which  are 
made  use  of  by  the  prophets ;  some  men  are  more  fit  than  others  to 
understand  divine  mysteries ;  why  these  mysteries  have  been  presented 
under  the  form  of  allegories;  different  kinds  of  allegories.  Recom- 
mendation to  the  reader  of  this  work :  It.is  not  sufficient  to  take  the 
ensemble  of  each  chapter,  but  one  must  seek  to  be  master  of  all  the 
details,  so  that,  by  combining  together  the  different  chapters,  the  con- 
nection may  be  understood.  Preliminary  observation :  The  contradic- 
tions which  are  met  with  in  several  works  proceed  from  seven  different 
causes. 

1.  Explanation  of  the  Hebrew  word  celem  (image)  and  demonth  (resemblance) ; 
what  signify  these  words  in  Holy  Writ,  Let  ns  make  men  in  oar  image,  after  our 
likeness. 

2.  PrimitiYe  state  of  man ;  in  what  consisted  his  fall. 

3.  Meaning  of  the  words  tabnith  (structure)  and  temouna  (figure) ;  this  last  is 
only  applied  aUegorically  to  God. 

4.  Meaning  of  the  three  verbs  raa,  hibbit,  and  'haza  (which  signify  to  see)  applied 
allegorically  to  intellectual  perception  and  to  God. 

5.  End  of  this  explanation.  One  must  be  prepared  by  preliminary  studies  for 
the  perception  of  intelligible  things,  and  particularly  of  God.  Defective  percep- 
tion of  the  nobles  of  the  children  of  Israel  (Ex.  xxiv.  11),  who  were  not  sufficiently 
prepared. 

6.  Homonomy  of  the  words  Isch  and  Ischa,  which  signify  man  and  woman,  and 
which  point  out  also  things  destined  to  be  joined  together  (allusion  to  the  form  and 
to  the  matter). 

7.  Explanation  of  the  word  yalad  (to  bring  forth)  ;  which  is  employed  metaphy- 
sically in  the  sense  of  instructing. 

8.  Of  the  word  makom,  which  signifies  place,  and  which  is  also  taken  in  the 
meaning  of  rank  or  degree.     Sense  of  this  word  when  it  is  applied  to  God. 

9.  Of  the  word  kisse  (throne) ;  what  is  to  be  understood  by  the  throne  of  God. 

10.  Of  the  verbs  yarad  (descend)  and  'ala  (ascend),  applied  metaphysically  to  God 
and  to  human  intelligence. 

11.  Of  the  word  yaschab  (to  be  seated,  reside),  applied  to  God. 

12.  Of  the  verb  koum  (to  be  standing  up,  to  arise). 

13.  Of  the  verb  'amad  (to  be  standing  up,  to  be  upright). 

14.  Homonomy  of  the  word  adam  (man). 

15.  Of  the  word  na^ab  or  ya9ob  (to  be  stable). 

16.  Of  the  word  sur  (rock) ;  employed  in  the  sense  of  the  origin  of  things. 

17*  The  physical  subjects,  and  the  science  of  fundamental  truths,  have  been,  as 
well  as  those  of  metaphysics,  presented  by  metaphors. 

18.  Of  the  verbs  karab,  naga,  and  nagash  (to  come  near,  to  touch),  expressiog 
figuratively  a  union  by  means  of  science  and  of  perception. 

19.  Of  the  verb  mal^  (to  fill)  applied  to  divine  glory. 

20.  Of  the  verbs  ram  et  nissa  (to  be  raised),  applied  to  God. 
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21.  Of  the  verb  abar  (to  pass).  Explanatioii  of  the  words,  And  the  Eternal 
passed  before  him. 

22.  Of  the  verb  ba  (to  come,  to  enter) »  applied  to  the  manifestation  of  majesty, 
or  of  the  Divine  Word. 

23.  Of  the  verbs  ya^a  (to  come  forth)  and  schoub  (to  return) »  applied  to  Grod. 

24.  Of  the  verb  haUkh  (to  march,  to  depart)  applied  to  the  diffusion  of  the  Di- 
vine Word,  or  to  the  retreat  of  Providence. 

25.  Of  the  word  achackhan  (to  live,  to  reside),  applied  to  majesty,  or  to  Divine 
Providence. 

26.  In  what  sense  movement  has  been  attributed  to  God. 

27.  Of  the  circumlocutions  employed  by  Onkelos  to  avoid  the  anthropomorphisms 
relative  to  movement. 

28.  Homonomy  of  the  word  reghel  (foot).  Explanation  of  the  words.  And  under 
his  feet  there  was  like  a  work  of  the  lustre  of  the  sapphire. 

29.  Of  the  verb  a^ab  (to  be  angry).  Explanation  of  the  words.  And  the  Eternal 
was  angry  in  his  heart. 

30.  Of  the  verb  akhal  (to  eat),  applied  to  intellectual  nourishment,  or  to  science, 
and  to  the  perception  of  intelligible  tlungs. 

31.  On  the  Acuity  which  man  possesses  of  perceiving  intelligible  things,  and  on 
the  limits  of  this  faculty. 

32.  Comparison  between  the  faculty  of  intelligence  and  that  of  the  senses ;  intel- 
ligence, as  well  as  the  senses,  grows  didl  by  too  great  efforts. 

33.  Studies  must  not  be  commenced  by  the  highest  mysteries  of  theology.  One 
must  always  speak  to  the  mass  by  images,  and  even  the  superior  intellects  should 
only  enter  into  metaphysics  after  preparatory  studies.  ' 

34.  Of  the  five  causes  which  prevent  men  entering  straightly  into  metaphysical 
studies. 

35.  Even  the  mass  should  not  be  kept  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  God  is  incorpo- 
real and  exempt  from  passions. 

36.  What  must  be  understood  by  **  pleasing  God,"  irritating  his  anger,  etc. 
The  expressions  of  anger,  passion,  jealousy  and  enemy  of  God,  are  only  employed 
when  speaking  of  idolatry. 

37.  Homonomy  of  the  word  panim  (face) ;  what  must  be  understood  by  face 
of  God,  and  particularly  by  these  words.  And  the  Eternal  spoke  to  Moses  face  to 
face. 

38.  Homonomy  of  the  word  a'hor  (back) ;  what  must  be  understood  by  the 
words : 

39.  Homonomy  of  the  word  leb  (heart). 

40.  Homonomy  of  the  word  roua'h  (spirit). 

41.  Homonomy  of  the  word  n^phesch  (the  vital  and  rational  soul). 

42.  Of  the  word  'hay  (living,  life).     Figuratively  this  word  expresses  science. 

43.  Of  the  word  canaph  (wing).     This  word  also  expresses  that  which  is  hidden. 

44.  Homonomy  of  the  word  'ain  (eye).  Applied  to  God,  it  expresses  Divine 
Providence. 

45.  Of  the  word  schama'  (hear,  listen,  understand).  Applied  to  God,  it  signifies 
to  hear  favourably,  to  gather. 

46.  End  of  the  explanation  of  the  words  'ain  and  schama',  and  general  observa- 
tions on  the  organs  of  the  human  body  metaphorically  attributed  to  God  to  indicate 
his  perfection. 

47.  Why  hearing,  sight  and  smell  have  been  attributed  to  God,  and  not  taste  or 
touch,  why  thought  and  not  imagination. 

48.  On  the  manner  in  which  Onkelos  renders  the  word  to  hear  and  to  see  applied 
to  God. 

49.  The  angels  are  of  pure  spirits  ;  their  perceptions  and  their  faculties. 

50.  Belief  ought  to  be  based  upon  conception,  it  ought  not  only  to  be  a  simple 
profession  of  faith,  but  a  hearty  opinion.  One  must  imagine  God  stripped  of  all 
kinds  of  positive  attributes. 

51.  Necessity  of  discarding  from  God  attributes  in  order  not  to  fall  into  manifest 
contradictions. 
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52.  AfimwtiTe  attrttmtet  are  of  IIt0  kinds;  ddmitloii,  put  of  definition,  qnalitj, 
relation,  action. 

53.  The  figurative  ezpreteione  of  the  prophets  have  given  rise  to  the  bdief  in  at- 
tributes ;  there  are  no  essential  attributes  of  God,  one  must  only  give  him  the  attributes 
of  action. 

54.  Explanation  of  some  passages  of  the  Pentateuch,  where  the  perception  of 
Divine  essence  and  the  attributes  of  God  are  spoken  of  in  an  allegorical  manner.  It 
is  bj  allegory  that  certain  attributes  are  given  to  him,  borrowed  firom  actions  which 
amongst  mortals  proceed  from  affections  of  the  soul. 

55.  All  that  which  tends  to  corpondty,  passion,  change*  privation,  or  to  assimilate 
to  creatures  must  be  removed  ftom  God. 

56.  Of  the  non-admissibility  of  assimilation,  and  of  the  essential  attributes. 

57.  Even  existence,  unity,  and  eternity  must  not  be  admitted  as  attributes  of  God. 

58.  Only  negative  attributes  must  be  given  to  God. 

59.  The  more  negative  attributes  are  admitted,  the  nearer  a  knowledge  of  God  is 
approached.    Aflirmative  attributes  border  on  attributing  imperfections  to  Grod. 

60.  Examples  to  shew  clearer  the  necessity  of  giving  to  Qod  negatiye  attributes. 
Danger  of  affirmative  attributes,  which  border  on  making  God  a  being  of  pure 
imagination  or  a  non-being. 

61 .  Considerations  on  the  names  of  God  which  are  found  in  Holy  Writ.  They  are 
generally  derived  from  divine  actions,  with  the  exception  of  the  name  Tetragrammata. 

62.  Of  this  name  in  particular,  and  of  two  othors  mentioned  in  the  Talmnd,  and 
which  are  composed,  the  one  of  twelve  letters,  and  the  other  of  forty-two  letters. 

63.  Of  the  name  of  Ehye  (I  am  who  I  am),  and  of  some  other  names,  such  as 
Yah,  Schaddai,  'Hasin,  Sur. 

64.  Of  the  meaning  of  the  words  schem  (name)  and  cabod  (glory). 

65.  What  must  be  understood  by  "  the  word,"  attributed  to  God. 

66.  What  must  be  understood  by  '*  writing,"  attributed  to  God. 

67.  What  must  be  understood  by  "  rest,"  attributed  to  God. 

68.  Explanation  of  the  proposition  of  philosophers  who  say  that  God  is  the 
intellect,  intelligence,  and  the  intelligible. 

69.  In  what  sense  the  philosophers  call  God  the  primary  cause.  \ 

70.  Explanation  of  the  verb  rakhab  (to  ride)  applied  to  God  as  the  first  author, 
or  as  the  moving  and  essential  cause  of  the  universe. 

71.  On  the  origin  of  the  calam,  or  of  rational  theology,  amongst  the  Mossulmen, 
and  what  the  Jews  have  borrowed  from  it.  Defect  of  ^his  system,  which  denies  the 
laws  of  nature,  and  which  is  powerless  in  demonstrating  the  four  fundamental  dogmas 
of  religion,  to  wit,  the  existence,  the  unity,  and  the  incorporality  of  God,  and  the 
creation  ex  nihilo. 

72.  Glance  at  being,  or  nature  in  general.  Comparison  between  the  ensemble  of 
the  universe  and  the  human  individual. 

73.  The  twelve  fundamental  propositions  of  the  system  of  the  Motecallemin,  or 
partizans  of  the  calam. 

74.  The  seven  methods  employed  by  the  Motecallemin  to  shew  the  creation  of  the 
world,  and  subseqnentiy  the  existence  of  God. 

75.  The  five  methods  by  which  they  shew  the  unity  of  God. 

76.  The  three  methods  by  which  they  shew  the  incorporality  of  God. 

I  shall  now  proceed  to  translate  one  of  the  chapters,  and  hope  that 
we  shall  soon  see  the  work  translated  by  abler  hands. 

Chap.  I. 
"  Open  ye  the  gates,  that  the  righteous  nation  which  keepeth  the 
truth  may  enter  in." — Isaiah  xxvi.  27. 
Celem  and  Demouth.     There  are  some  who  believe  that  Cdlem,  in 
the  Hebrew  language,  designates  the  figure  of  a  thing  and  its  linea- 
ments, and  this  has  led  to  the  pure  corporality  (of  God),  for  it  is  said 


1857.]  Notices  of  Books.  201 

(in  Writ),  "  Let  us  make  man  in  our  image,  after  our  likeness"  (Gen. 
i.  26).  They  believed  then  that  GU)d  had  the  form  of  a  man,  that  is 
to  say,  his  figure  and  his  lineaments,  and  the  result  to  them  was  the 
pure  corporality  which  they  admitted  as  belief  thinking  that  if  they 
discarded  this  belief  they  would  deny  the  text  (of  Writ),  or  even  that 
they  would  deny  the  existence  of  God  if  he  was  not  (for  them)  a  body 
having  a  face  and  hands  similar  to  theirs  in  form  and  in  lineaments ; 
only  they  admitted  that  he  was  grander  and  more  resplendent  than 
they,  and  that  his  matter  was  not  blood  and  flesh,  and  this  is  all  that 
they  could  conceive  of  the  most  sublime  as  related  to  God. 

Note  of  MunJI^s. — "  It  will  scarcely  be  credited  that  the  Jewish  doctors  conld 
have  fallen  into  such  an  extravagance,  had  we  not  the  positive  assurance  of  Mai- 
monides,  as  well  as  that  of  his  son  Abraham  and  of  several  of  his  contemporaries, 
-who  were  obliged  to  take  np  the  defence  of  Maimonides  against  the  attacks  of  several 
Talmudists,  and  particularly  against  some  of  the  French  rabbins,  who  considered  it 
a  daty  to  take  to  the  very  letter  the  anthropomorphisms  of  the  Bible.  We  content 
onrselves  by  quoting  on  this  head  the  assertion,  beyond  suspicion  of  a  rude  adversary 
of  Maimonides,  Rabbi  Abraham  ben  David  de  Posquieres,  in  his  critical  notes  on  the 
Misehne  Torah,  or  Abridgment  of  the  Talmud  (Book  1,  Treatise  'Teshubah,'  or 
Penitence,  chap,  iii.,  s.  7).  Maimonides  having  reckoned  amongst  the  number  of 
heretics  (D»rD)  him  who  admits  the  corporality  of  God,  Rabbi  Abraham  asks,  '  Why 
does  he  call  him  an  heretic,  since  greater  and  better  men  than  himself  (Maimonides) 
have  followed  this  opinion  according  to  what  they  had  seen  in  the  texts  of  Writ,  and 
still  more  in  the  Haggadoth  which  troubled  the  thought  ?'  As  to  what  ought  to  be 
said  to  remove  corporality  and  establish  true  unity,  which  has  only  reality  by  the 
exclusion  of  corporality,  you  will  learn  the  demonstration  of  all  that  by  the  present 
treatise.  Here,  in  this  chapter,  it  is  desired  only  to  draw  attention  to  the  explanation 
of  the  meaning  of  Celem  and  of  Demouth.  I  say  that  the  form  such  as  it  is  generally 
known  in  the  vulgar  sense  (I  wish  to  express  the  form  of  the  thing  and  its  lineaments) 
bears  in  the  Hebrew  language  the  particular  name  of  iKn*  It  is  said  for  instance. 
Gen.  xxxix.,  goodly  person  and  well  favoured :  1  Sam.  xxviii.  14,  What  form  is  he 
of  ?  Judges  xiii.  18,  As  the  form  of  the  sons  of  the  king.  It  has  been  said,  in  speaking 
of  the  aitificial  form,  'He  stretches  out  his  rule,  he  marketh  out  with  a  line'  (Isaiah 
xliv.  13).  Here  is  a  denomination  which  is  never  applied  to  the  Most  High — fir  from 
OS  be  such  a  thought." 

As  to  C^em,  it  is  applied  to  the  natural  form,  I  mean  that  which 
constitutes  the  substance  of  the  thing,  by  which  it  becomes  what  it  is, 
and  which  forms  its  reality,  in  as  far  as  it  is  such  being.  In  man  this 
something  is  that  from  which  proceeds  human  comprehension,  and  it  is 
on  account  of  this  intellectual  comprehension  that  it  has  been  said  of 
him :  He  created  him  after  the  image  of  God  (Gen.  i.  26).  It  is  for 
that  it  has  also  been  said  (in  speaking  of  the  impious) :  Thou  shalt 
despise  their  image  (Psalm  Ixxiii.  20) ;  for  the  contempt  reaches  the 
soul,  which  is  the  specific  form  of  a  human  being,  and  not  the  forms 
of  the  members  and  their  lineaments.  I  say  also  that  the  reason  why 
the  idols  were  called  Celamin  was,  that  which  was  looked  for  in  them 
was  something  which  was  falsely  imputed  to  them ;  but  it  was  not  for 
their  form  and  their  lineaments.  I  will  say,  also,  the  same  thing  on 
the  subject  of  the  words.  The  images  of  your  T6horim  (emerods) 
(1  Sam.  vi.  5) ;  for  what  was  sought  for  there  was  the  way  of  removing 
the  evil  of  the  T^orim,  and  that  was  not  the  form  of  the  T^orim.  l]^ 
however,  we  must  absolutely  admit  that  the  name  of  C61em,  applied  to 
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the  images  of  the  TAiorim  and  to  idols,  related  to  the  form  and  to  the 
lineaments,  this  name  would  be  either  homonymoos  or  amphibological, 
and  would  be  applied  not  only  to  the  specie  form,  but  also  to  the 
artificial  form,  as  well  as  to  analogous  forms  of  the  physical  bodies, 
and  to  their  lineaments.  By  the  wonls,  Let  us  make  man  in  our  image, 
it^  was  intended  to  convey  the  specific  form,  that  is  to  say,  of  the 
intellectual  comprehension,  and  not  of  the  form  and  of  the  Imeameni. 
Therefore  we  have  explained  the  difference  there  is  between  C61em 
(form)  and  Tear  (figure),  and  we  have  also  explained  the  meaning  of 
Celem. 

Demouth  is  a  name  derived  from  Demah  (to  resemble)  and  which 
indicates  likewise  a  resemblance  in  regard  to  some  idea ;  for  the  words 
of  the  Psalmist,  I  am  like  a  pelican  of  the  wilderness  (Psalm  cii.  6), 
do  not  signify  that  he  resembled  it  as  regarded  wing  and  plumage,  but 
that  the  sadness  of  the  one  resembled  the  sadness  of  the  other.  Like- 
wise in  this  passage,  Any  tree  in  the  garden  of  God  was  like  unto  him 
in  his  beauty  (Ezek.  xxxi.  8),  it  relates  to  a  resemblance  in  regard  to 
the  idea  of  beauty ;  likewise  m  these  passages,  Their  poison  is  like  the 
poison  of  a  serpent  (Psalm  Iviii.  4) ;  Like  as  a  lion  that  is  greedy  of 
his  prey  (Psalm  xvii.  12).  All  these  passages  indicate  a  resemblance 
in  regu*d  to  a  certain  idea,  and  not  in  regard  to  the  figure  and  to  the 
lineaments.  Also,  the  likeness  of  the  throne  (Ezek.  i.  26)  is  a  likeness 
in  regard  to  the  idea  of  elevation  and  of  majesty,  and  not  in  regard 
to  the  square  form,  the  thickness  or  the  length  of  the  feet,  as  weak 
minds  believe  it,  and  it  is  the  same  with  the  ^^  likeness ''  of  the  animals 
mentioned  in  Ezek.  i.  13.  As  man  is  distinguished  by  something  very 
remarkable  which  is  in  him,  and  which  is  not  in  any  of  the  beings  below 
the  sphere  of  the  moon,  that  is  to  say,  by  intellectual  comprehension,  for 
which  neither  sense,  hands,  or  arms  are  employed,  it  has  been  compared 
to  divine  comprehension,  which  does  not  become  so  by  means  of  an 
instrument,  since  the  resemblance  does  not  exist  in  reality,  but  only  at 
the  first  brant.  And  for  this  thing  I  wish  to  say,  on  account  of  the 
divine  intellect  which  is  joined  to  man,*  it  has  been  said  of  the  latter, 
that  he  was  made  after  the  image  of  God  and  his  likeness,  and  that 
does  not  mean  that  the  Most  High  is  a  body  having  any  form. 

Chap.  IIL 
It  is  believed  that  the  meaning  of  temouna  and  of  tabnith  in  the 
Hebrew  language  is  the  same,  but  it  is  not  so.  Tabnith  is  a  name 
derived  from  mi  (to  build)  and  signifies  the  building  of  a  thing  and  its 
structure.  I  mean  its  form,  as  for  example,  the  square  form,  circular, 
triangular,  etc.  It  is  said,  for  example  (Exod.  xxv.  9),  The  pattern 
of  the  tabernacle,  and  the  pattern  of  all  the  instruments  thereof;  and 
it  is  said  farther  (Exod.  xxv.  40),  After  their  pattern  which  was  shewn 

*  The  author  here  makeg  allusion  to  what  the  Arabian  philosophers  call  "  con- 
junction," or  the  union  of  active  intellect  with  passive  intellect.  This  subject  is  ex- 
plained in  several  parts  of  this  work,  (See  chapter  58,  part  II.,  chapter  4,  part 
III.,  chapter  51,  and  other  places.) 
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in  the  mount;  The  likeness  of  any  winged  fowl  (Dent.  iv.  17);  The 
form  of  a  hand  (Ezek.  yiii.  3) ;  The  pattern  of  a  porch.  All  this  is  a 
visible  form ;  therefore  the  Hebrew  language  does  not  employ  in  any 
way  these  modes  of  expression  in  the  descriptions  which  relate  to  God. 
As  to  temouna  it  is  a  name  which  is  used  by  amphibology  in  three 
different  senses.  Firstly,  of  the  form  of  an  object  perceived  by  the 
senses  independently  of  the  mind,  I  mean  of  its  figure  and  its  linea- 
ments, and  in  this  sense  are  the  words  (Deut.  iv.  25),  And  make  a 
graven  image,  or  the  likeness  of  anything  (Deut.  v.  15).  Secondly, 
it  is  said  of  the  imaginary  form  which  an  object,  aflber  disappearing  from 
the  senses,  leaves  in  the  imagination,  as  in  this  passage.  In  thoughts 
from  the  visions  of  the  night  (Job  iv.  13,  and  following  verses),  which 
end  by  these  words.  He  stood  still,  but  I  could  not  discern  the  form 
thereof;  an  image  was  before  mine  eyes ;  that  is  to  say,  there  was  a 
phantom  before  my  eyes  whilst  I  was  sleeping.  Thirdly,  it  is  said  of 
the  true  idea  of  a  thing  perceived  by  intelHgence,  and  it  is  in  this  third 
sense  that  temouna  is  used  in  speaHng  of  God ;  for  example,  the  simi- 
litude (temouna)  of  the  Eternal  (Num.  xii.  8),  which  must  be  explained 
in  this  sense.  And  he  understands  God  in  his  reality. 

Chap.  IV. 

Learn  that  the  three  verbs,  raa  {ran),  hibbit  (twh),  and  'haza  (rm), 
are  applied  to  the  sight  of  the  eye ;  but  they  are  applied,  metaphori- 
cally, all  the  three,  for  the  perception  of  intelligence.  For  raa,  that 
is  known  to  everybody.  It  is  said,  for  example,  And  he  looked,  and 
beheld  a  well  in  the  field  (Gen.  xxix.  2) ;  there  it  relates  to  the  sight 
of  the  eye,  but  in  these  words.  My  heart  had  great  experience  of 
wisdom  and  knowledge  (Eccles.  i.  16),  it  relates  to  an  intellectual  per- 
ception. It  is  in  this  metaphorical  sense  that  the  verb  raa  must  be 
taken  every  time  it  is  applied  to  God,  as  for  example,  in  these  passages: 
I  saw  the  Lord  (1  Kings  xxii.  19)  ;  And  the  Lord  appeared  unto  him 
(Gen.  xviii.  1) ;  And  God  saw  it  was  good  (Gen.  i.,  passim);  Shew 
me  thy  glory  (Exod.  xxxiii.  18) ;  and  they  saw  the  God  of  Israel 
Exod.  xxiv.  10) ;  all  these  relate  to  an  intellectual  perception,  and 
not  to  the  sight  of  the  eye ;  for  the  eyes  only  perceive  what  is  body, 
and  only  from  a  certain  side,  and  with  that  some  of  the  components  of 
the  body,  as  its  colour,  its  geometrical  figure,  etc.,  etc.  God,  on  his 
part,  does  not  perceive  by  means  of  an  instrument,  as  will  be  explained 
in  a  future  chapter.  Hibbet  is  likewise  employed  in  the  sense  of,  to 
regard  a  thing  with  the  eye ;  for  example,  Look  not  behind  thee  (Gen. 
xix.  17) ;  But  his  wife  looked  back  from  behind  him  (Gen.  xix.  26) ; 
And  if  one  look  -unto  the  land  (Isa.  v.  30).  But  it  is  applied  meta- 
phorically for  the  regard  of  the  mind,  attacking  the  consideration  of  a 
thing  to  und^stand  it,  as  in  this  passage,  He  hath  not  beheld  iniquity 
in  Jacob  (Num.  xxiii.  21),  as  iniquity  is  not  seen  with  the  eye.  It  is 
also  the  same  with  these  words.  And  they  looked  after  Moses  (Exod. 
xxxiii.  8),  for,  according  to  what  the  rabbins  say,  they  would  express 
fhe  same  idea,  and  they  would  declare  that  they  (the  Israelites)  spied  ~ 
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his  acts  and  his  words,  and  they  examined  them/  The  words,  Look 
now  towards  heaven  (Gen.  xv.  5),  have  also  the  same  meaning,  for  all 
that  is  passed  in  a  prophetic  vision.  And  in  general  the  verh  Hibbit 
(to  reganl)  has  this  metaphorical  sense  when  it  is  applied  to  God ;  for 
example,  To  look  npon  God  (Exod.  iii.  6) ;  And  the  simiUtnde  of  the 
Lord  shall  he  behold  (Nnm.  xii.  8) ;  And  canst  not  look  on  iniquity 
(Hab.  i.  13).  'Haza  is  applied  also  to  the  sight  of  the  eye;  for  ex- 
ample. And  let  onr  eye  look  upon  Zion  (Micah  iv.  11) ;  and  it  is 
employed  metaphorically  for  the  perception  of  the  heart ;  for  example, 
Which  he  saw  concerning  Jndah  and  Jerusalem  (Isa.  i.  1) ;  The  word 
of  the  Lord  came  to  Abraham  in  a  vision  (Gen.  xv.  1) ;  and  acc(»*ding 
to  this  metaphor  it  has  been  said,  They  saw  God  (Exod.  xxiv.  11). 
Ponder  well  on  all  that. 


The  Ohry  ofihe  Ordy- Begotten  of  the  Father  seen  in  the  Manhood  of 
Christ.  Being  the  Hulsean  Lectures  for  the  year  1856.  By  the 
Rev.  Habvey  Goodwin,  M.A.,  late  Fellow  of  Gonville  and  Caius 
College,  and  Minister  of  St.  Edward's,  Cambridge.  Cambridge: 
Deighton,  Bell  and  Co.  London :  Bell  and  Daldy.  1856.  8yo. 
pp.  xi.,  218. 

Mr.  Goodwin  has  proposed  in  these  Lectures  to  call  attention  to  the 
study  of  our  Saviour's  human  life  considered  in  its  bearing  on  Chris- 
tian evidences.  In  the  opening  of  the  last  lecture  he  makes  some 
remarks  intended  to  shew  what  this  bearing  is.     He  says : — 

**  In  carrying  oat  this  design,  it  has  been  necessary  to  lay  stress  npon  the  trae 
humanity,  as  mach  as  on  the  true  divinity  of  onr  Lord ;  and  because  it  may  possibly 
appear  to  some,  that  the  assertion  of  our  Lord's  humanity  is  in  these  days  unneces- 
sary, therefore  I  will  here  remark  by  the  way,  that  although  the  Docetic  view  of  our 
Lord's  being  is  now  probably  held  by  none,  that  is  although  none  could  be  found 
who  would  accept  the  gospels  as  historical  documents,  and  then  endeavour  to  ezplain 
away  such  portions  of  them  as  the  death  of  Christ  by  the  supposition  of  the  death 
being  in  appearance  only,  thus  saving,  as  they  would  imagine,  the  honour  of  Christ 
at  the  expense  of  the  verity  of  his  manhood ;  still  the  greater  part  of  the  modem 
opposition  to  the  truth  of  the  gospel  does  resolve  itself  into  something  of  a  similar 
kind.  It  may  be  said  that  in  ancient  times  the  historical  Christ  was  granted,  and  the 
task  was  to  ezplain  the  history  so  as  to  make  it  suit  the  character  of  Uie  Christ  whom 
the  Gnostics  had  imagined  for  themselves;  in  our  own  times  the  task  has  been 

^  That  is  to  say,  they  criticised  them,  and  judged  them  witii  malevolence.  The 
author  alludes  to  several  passages  of  the  Talmud  and  Medraschim.  Thus,  for  ex- 
ample, the  Talmud  of  Jerusalem  (Biccourim,  chap,  iii.,  and  Schekalim,  chap,  v.) 
speaks  of  two  rabbins,  one  of  whom  had  explained  the  passage  in  question  in  a  sense 
of  eulogium  and  the  other  in  a  sense  of  censure ;  according  to  the  latter  the  Israel- 
ites said,  in  speaking  of  the  embonpoint  of  Moses,  Look  at  his  thighs,  look  at  his 
legs ;  he  eats  of  that  which  belongs  to  the  Jews,  he  drinks  of  that  which  belongs  to 
the  Jews  ;  all  that  which  he  has  comes  from  the  Jews.  See  also  Midrasch  Tan 
'houma,  section  Ki  tesah  (edition  of  Verona,  fol.  40d) ;  Schemoth  Rabba,  sect.  li.  i 
Talmud  of  Babylon^  Kiddouschin,  fol.  33b.  There  were  some  of  them,  says  the 
Talmud  elsewhere,  who  went  so  far  as  to  suspect  him  of  adultery.  See  Senhedrin, 
fol.  110a. 
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equally  that  of  explaining  alleged  phenomena  so  as  to  make  them  suit  the  character 
of  an  imaginary  Christ.  In  either  £ase  a  phantom  has  been  substituted  for  the 
reality ;  and  in  both,  the  historical  Christ  of  the  gospel  has  been  set  aside  instead  of 
being  dutifully  and  reverentially  contemplated  as  the  image  of  the  intfisible  Godf  and 
the  mediator  between  God  and  man.  This  is  the  reason  why  so  great  stress  has  been 
laid  in  these  lectures  on  the  indications  of  genuine  human  nature  which  the  history 
of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  a£fords/' 

And  Mr.  Goodwin  hopes  that  "this  line  of  argument  may  be 
useful ....  as  leading  to  a  point  of  view  for  the  contemplation  of  the 
gospels  which  may  be  useful  to  those  whose  minds  may  unhappily 
have  been  disturbed  by  the  current  scepticism  of  the  day." 

Mr.  Goodwin  has  not  however  put  his  discussion  in  the  form  of  an 
argument,  and  we  confess  it  is  not  clear  to  us  what  his  line  of  argu- 
ment is  as  against  those  who  reject  the  gospels  as  historical  documents, 
nor  what  new  point  of  view  he,  has  indicated  for  the  contemplation  of 
the  gospels.  In  the  illustration  of  his  subject,  Mr.  Goodwin  has 
selected  some  particular  points  in  our  Lord's  history  for  the  sake  of 
shewing  that  they  exhibit  the  features  of  true  humanity,  while  they 
also  enable  us  to  detect  the  inherent  divinity  of  our  Lord  ;  and  on  these 
subjects  he  has  often  spoken  in  a  manner  which  was  likely  to  interest 
and  edify  a  popular  audience.  He  considers  '^  Christ  as  a  child  and  as 
a  boy  ; "  "  Christ  praying ;  "  "  In  his  human  sympathy ;  "  with  his 
human  friends  in  *'  his  teaching ;  "  "  Christ  dying  and  preparing  for 
his  death ; "  and  lastly,  "  Christ's  eternal  manhood  and  our  complete- 
ness in  him." 

On  the  first  of  these  subjects  Mr.  Goodwin  says  very  truly,  that 
*'  the  predominating  character  of  the  history  is  purely  human,  the  in- 
stinct of  our  own  human  heart  tells  us  as  we  read,  that  we  are  perusing 
the  tale  of  the  childhood  of  one  who  was  of  the  same  nature  and  blood 
with  ourselves  ; "  yet  he  says,  "  Is  there  not  at  the  same  time  a  con- 
stant semblance  of  a  divine  element,  so  mingled  with  the  human  that 
it  cannot  be  separated,  manifestly  not  a  mere  addition,  but  a  part  of 
the  original  picture  ?  "  In  proof  of  the  latter,  he  instances  the  adora- 
tion of  the  shepherds ;  the  prophetic  inspirations  which  attended  his 
presentation  in  the  temple ;  the  reference  to  his  Father  when  in  the 
presence  of  the  doctors ;  and  hence  concludes  that  St.  Luke's  portrait 
preserves  the  perfect  lines  of  a  human  countenance,  and  at  the  same 
time  the  indications  of  a  divine  glory :  it  thoroughly  realizes  the  idea 
of  the  stooping  to  human  infirmity  of  One  who  thought  it  no  robbery 
to  be  equal  with  God."  This  language  is  surely  too  strong.  St.  Luke 
states  the  divine  origin  of  the  Saviour,  and  the  high  honours  paid  him 
at  his  entrance  on  human  life  are  indications  ah  extra  ih&t  he  was  a 
most  important  personage,  but  they  were  not  glories  exhibited  in  his 
own  person.  As  far  as  his  natural  powers  ai'e  concerned,  they  are 
represented  as  those  of  a  human  child  and  youth ;  and  this,  as  Mr. 
Goodwin  has  intimated,  constitutes  a  marked  distinction  between  the 
records  of  our  Saviour  and  the  legends  connected  with  all  mythic 
heroes.  The  child  Jesus  did  not  strangle  a  dragon  in  his  cradle.  He 
did  not,  like  Krishna,  "  evince  his  divine  character  by  unruly  pranks 
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of  sarprising  strength/'  as  Mr.  Hardwick  relates  of  that  hero.  The 
glimpse  we  have  of  his  youth  in  the  temple,  and  his  answer  to  his 
parents,  shew  that  his  thoughts  and  heart  were  set  upon  divine  things, 
but  surely  St.  Luke  did  not  intend  to  exhibit  these  as  marks  of  deity. 

On  the  subject  of  '^  Christ  praying,"  Mr.  Goodwin  has  made  some 
very  forcible  remarks  on  the  nature  of  prayer,  and  on  the  fact  that  the 
prayers  of  Christ  were  the  genuine  utterances  of  a  human  heart.  We 
do  not  feel  the  difficulty  however  to  which  Mr.  Goodwin  refers,  of  re- 
conciling the  idea  of  Christ  praying  with  our  knowledge  of  his  divine 
nature.  As  the  Son  of  Man,  Christ  was  subjected  to  human  wants, 
and,  indeed,  identified  himself  as  to  these  with  the  whole  race  of  men. 
And,  since  prayer  is  the  chief  means  of  communion  with  God,  the  chief 
source  of  spiritual  strength  and  the  key  of  God's  treasury,  it  was  essen- 
tial to  the  moral  nature  of  Christ  that  he  should  be  as  eminent  in  this 
as  in  other  attributes  of  a  good  man.  It  was  our  Saviour's  godliness 
which  shone  forth  in  his  constant  and  fervent  prayers.  In  that  remark- 
able effusion  contained  in  John  xvii.,  we  allow  with  Mr.  Goodwin  that 
there  is  something  much  more  than  ordinary  prayer.  In  fact,  it  is  a 
part  of  a  discourse  in  which  the  Saviour  anticipated  the  new  phase  in 
his  being  which  was  shortly  to  be  developed, — where  instead  of  conti- 
nuing to  address  his  disciples  personally,  he  turns  by  an  apostrophe  to 
his  Father,  but  still  virtually  setting  before  their  minds  the  same  class 
of  ideas  which  the  former  part  of  his  discourse  ^had  expressed.  And 
there,  as  Bengel  has  remarked,  the  Saviour  no  longer  speaks  of  himself 
as  the  Son  of  Man. 

We  are  convinced,  however,  that  throughout  these  discourses  Mr, 
Goodwin's  idea  is  not  sufficiently  definite  as  to  what  is  meant  in  his 
first  text,  and  should  have  been  meant  in  his  motto,  by  the  glory  of 
the  Only- begotten  of  the  Father  which  his  disciples  beheld  on  earth. 
The  glory  which  the  Son  of  Man  exhibited  to  them  was  not  the  majesty 
of  deity,  it  was  the  moral  beauty,  the  brightness  of  the  divine  nature, 
and  this  shone  forth  in  the  Son  of  Man  in  all  its  fulness.  It  is  the 
harmonious  union  of  these  two  things  in  the  history  of  Christ;  his 
absolute  manhood,  and  the  perfect  manifestation  of  the  divine  moral 
nature  in  that  manhood,  which  makes  the  great  contrast  with  every- 
thing legendary  which  the  world  has  ever  known,  and  with  all  the 
moral  teaching  which  is  alleged  to  have  been  concealed  under  mythic 
forms.  We  have  no  doubt  that  these  discourses,  as  a  whole,  were  very 
effective  on  the  minds  of  Mr.  Goodwin's  hearers,  if  not  for  their  argu- 
ment, yet  for  the  energetic  enforcement  of  Christian  doctrine,  and  for 
the  practical  bearing  on  the  hearts  and  lives  of  the  interesting  congre- 
gation to  which  they  were  addressed.  The  last  discourse  especially  is 
very  solemn  and  powerful  in  this  way. 


An  Essay  on  the  Existence  and  Attributes  of  God.     By  Edward 
Steere,  LL.D.    London :  Bell  and  Daldy,    1856.    8vo.    pp.  352. 

The  numerous  treatises  which  profess  to  answer  the  objections  against 
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the  divine  government,  and  against  the  prooifs  derived  from  nature  and 
revelation  of  God's  existence  and  attributes,  prove  how  numerous  and 
how  difficult  of  particular  answer,  in  some  cases,  these  objections  are. 
But  this  is  not  a  peculiarity  of  this  question  only ;  since  it  is  a  trite 
observation,  that  on  many  subjects,  a  fool  may  start  a  difficulty  in  a  few 
minutes,  which  it  may  take  a  wise  man  many  hours  to  explain  ;  and, 
how  extremely  difficult  is  it  often  to  satisfy  the  cravings  of  the  youthful 
intellect,  in  its  enquiry  for  the  causes  of  some  very  simple  phenomena? 
How  puzzling  to  give  solutions  of  children's  questions  as  to  the  reasons 
of  many  mere  human  proceedings  ?  The  reason  is  very  evident ;  the 
difficulty  is  near  and  obvious ;  its  explanation  is  distant  and  recon- 
dite ; — ^the  question  is  simple  and  particular,  its  solution  is  involved  in 
the  most  complicated  considerations. 

But  whatever  objections  may  be  urged  against  the  proofs  of  na- 
tural and  revealed  religion,  the  advocates  and  defenders  of  the  belief. 
of  God's  existence  and  attributes  have  two  pleas  to  urge,  which  seem 
infinitely  to  counterbalance  all.  If  the  proofs  should  be  ever  so  feeble, 
and  the  objections  ever  so  strong,  yet  the  alternative  of  incurring  the 
displeasure,  or  of  securing  the  favour  of  a  being  of  almighty  power, 
and  of  perfect  wisdom  and  goodness,  is  so  tremendous,  as  to  convict  of 
the  greatest  folly  the  man  who  is  not  willing  to  apprehend  with  the 
greatest  eagerness  the  faintest  traces  of  his  existence,  and  to  govern 
his  conduct  so  as  to  please  him.  The  other  plea  is  the  appeal  to  our 
ignorance.  How  difficult  is  it  for  a  child  to  understand  and  to  look 
favourably  upon  all  the  acts  of  even  the  best  parent.  How  difficult  for 
those  ignorant  of  the  variety  of  interests,  and  the  other  jarring  ele- 
ments in  a  body  politic,  and  of  their  reciprocal  relations  and  influences, 
to  judge  wisely  of  the  acts  of  their  rulers.  And  can  it,  then,  be  a  won- 
der, if,  in  a  universe  so  vast  as  we  have  reason  to  believe  exists,  many 
things  should  appear  contradictory  to  beings  like  men,  ignorant,  in  a 
large  measure,  of  their  own  relation  to  the  rest  of  the  intelligent  uni- 
verse, and  precluded,  by  the  brevity  of  their  existence,  from  observing 
and  noting  the  larger  cycles  of  God's  government  in  time  and  space. 
Of  ihese  two  pleas,  Dr.  Steere  avails  himself  largely  and  judiciously ; 
and  the  numerous  references  and  notes  prove  that  he  has  exercised  a 
great  deal  of  research  in  preparing  his  work.  He  has,  however,  fallen 
into  the  common  fault  of  pleading,  on  one  hand,  that  inany  things 
inexplicable  in  our  present  state  are  to  be  expected  in  the  course  of 
nature,  and  in  God's  dealings ;  and  of  attempting,  on  the  other,  to  ex- 
plain what  are  confessed  to  be  the  greatest  of  these  difficulties.  This 
is  inconsistent. 

The  work  is  written  in  a  spirit  which  tries  to  conciliate,  and  to 
persuade  objectors  to  weigh  well  the  alternative  of  belief  and  unbelief, 
and  to  make  a  due  allowance  for  their  limited  opportunities  of  judging 
of  the  whole  of  God's  government;  and  this  feature',  as  well  as  its 
unpretending  tone,  recommend  it  to  notice. 
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A  PUa  for  an  Edidon  of  the  Authorized  Version  of  Holy  Scripture: 
with  Explanatory  and  Emendatory  Marginal  Readings,  being  the 
substance  of  a  Speech,  addressed,  on  the  6th  of  Janoary,  1857,  in 
support  of  a  Resolution  on  the  above  subject,  to  the  General  Meet- 
ing of  the  Society  for  Promoting  Christian  Knowledge,  the  Right 
Rev.  and  Right  Hon.  the  Bishop  of  London  in  the  Chair.  By  the 
Rev.  G.  E.  BiBER,  LL.D.,  Perpetual  Curate  of  Roehampton.  Pub- 
lished by  request.     London :  Rivingtons.     1857.     8vo.     pp.  24. 

This  pamphlet  is  well  worth  reading,  as  exhibiting  the  view  taken  of 
biblical  revision  by  the  more  intelligent  clergy  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. Although  it  does  not  appear  likely  that  Dr.  Biber  will  accom- 
plish his  object  as  a  member  of  the  Society  for  Promoting  Christian 
Knowledge,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  discussion  of  the  question 
in  that  quarter,  and  the  publication  of  this  plea,  will  do  good.  Dr. 
Biber's  resolutions  will  be  found  among  our  InteUigence^  and  we  shall 
now  only  give  an  extract  or  two  from  tike  pamphlet : — 

**  Oa  inch  oocasionB  as  the  present,  when  we  are  called  upon  to  deliberate  upon 
the  coarse  of  action  to  be  adopted  by  as  with  regard  to  great  movements  which  are  in 
progress,  the  tide  of  which  we  cannot  arrest,  thoagh  we  may  be  saccessfol,  by  the 
divine  blessing  npon  our  efforts,  in  so  directing  their  current,  that  their  effect  may  be 
not  to  devastate,  but  to  fertilize, — on  such  occasions,  I  say,  it  becomes  us,  not  to  rest 
content  with  viewing  things  around  us  as  they  appear  within  the  narrow  horizon  of 
of  our  own  day  and  generation,  with  its  every-day  life,  and  its  present  and  temporary 
interests.  It  behoves  us  to  ascend  to  some  more  elevated  point,  to  survey  a  more 
extensive  portion  of  the  history  of  the  Church  and  of  the  world ;  to  ask  ourselves 
what  will  be,  upon  whichever  decision  we  may  arrive  at,  the  verdict  pf  posterity. 
Let  us  for  a  moment  transfer  ourselves  in  imagination  to  the  year  1957,  or  the  year 
2057, — ^if,  indeed,  which  many  signs  of  the  present  time  seem  to  render  doubtful,  the 
world  shall  last  long  enough  to  write  either  of  those  dates : — what  account  will  the 
future  Church  historian  give  of  the  present  movement  for  increased  means  of  access 
to  that  improved  knowl^ge  of  the  sense  of  Holy  Scripture,  which  the  labours  and 
the  researches  of  biblical  scholars  during  a  century  and  a  half  have  brought  to  light, 
and  of  the  conduct  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  of  this  Society  as  her  organ  for 
the  promotion  of  Christian  knowledge,  in  regard  to  that  movement  ?  Will  the  future 
Church  historian  be  enabled  approvingly  to  record  the  fact  that  this  Society,  discern- 
ing the  signs  of  the  times,  aliv^  to  the  requirements  made  upon  the  Church  by  an 
active  spirit  of  enquiry  awakened  in  men's  minds,  stepped  forward  to  supply  the 
want  of  the  age ;  that  by  doing  so,  it  averted  the  danger  which  at  one  time  was  immi- 
nent,  of  men's  faith  being  unsettled  by  doubts  thrown  upon  the  text-book  to  which 
alone  they  could  have  recourse  to  ascertain  the  foundations  of  that  faith, — ^that  by 
giving  additional  facilities  for  the  study  of  the  sacred  volume,  it  gave  a  fresh  impulse 
and  a  powerful  encouragement  to  that  stody,  and  thus  most  effectually  promoted  the 
knowledge  of  God's  Word,  and  the  cause  of  true  religion  ?  Or,  will  he  have  to  record 
with  sorrowful  pen,  that  although  called  upon  by  the  requirements,  unmistakeably 
manifested,  of  the  age,  and  expressly  invited  to  do  so,  this  Society  revised  to  take  the 
necessary  steps  for  meeting  those  requirements,  left  the  unlearned  members  of  the 
Church  at  the  mercy  of  an  endless  diversity  of  private  interpretations  of  the  original 
text  of  Holy  Writ,  and  so  contributed  largely  to  that  confasion  and  uncertainty  of 
religious  belief,  to  that  increase  of  scepticism  and  infidelity,  the  natural  result  of 
which  was  the  decline  of  true  religion, — possibly  the  removal  from  its  place  of  the 
candlestick  of  a  Church  which,  when  her  children  cried  to  her  for  bread,  stopped  her 
ears  against  their  cry,  refusing  to  them  that  guidance  which  they  had  a  right  to  look 
for  at  her  hands,  amidst  the  doubts  and  difficulties  arising  from  the  incessant  conflict 
of  unauthoritative  teaching  ?  *' 
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2%e  Bible  Students  Guide  to  the  more  correct  understanding  of  the 
English  Translation  of  the  Old  Testament^  hy  reference  to  the  Ori- 
ginal Hebrew:  By  an  alphabetical  arrangement  of  every  English 
word  used  in  the  Authorized  Version,  the  corresponding  Hebrew 
may  at  once  be  ascertained,  with  its  peculiar  signification  and  con- 
struction. By  the  Rev.  W.  Wilson,  D.D.,  Canon  of  "Winchester. 
London :  Wertheim  and  Co.     1550.     4to.     pp.  616. 

Although  this  ^rork  was  noticed  in  a  former  series  of  this  Journal, 
we  think  it  will  be  of  service  to  introduce  it  afresh  to  our  readers  at 
the  present  time,  when  so  much  attention  is  given  to  the  literary 
qualities  of  the  English  Bible.  The  learned  author  says  of  the  de- 
sign:— 

*'  It  was  commenced  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  benefit  of  Taylor's  Con- 
trordancet  in  illustrating  the  precise  meaning  of  Hebrew  words ;  to  be  a  kind  of 
manual  of  consultation  when  longer  time  coiUd  not  be  spared  for  farther  investiga- 
tion. The  force  of  an  English  word  could  not  be  depended  on  for  giving  a  correct 
and  precise  meaning  to  it  in  any  explanation  of  Scripture.  It  was  felt  also,  that 
many  Hebrew  words  are  rendered  by  the  same  English  word ;  which,  being  in  a  cer- 
tain  degitee  synonymous,  yet  require  a  distinction  of  meaning  according  to  their  use 
in  the  original ,  and  sometimes  a  fair  and  suitable  meaning  may  be  assigned  to  an 
expression  viewed  only  in  the  English  translation,  as  Cruden  has  done  in  his  Concor^ 
dtmeej  which  is  not- borne  out  by  the  original,  or  may  even  be  found  contrary  to  it : 
so  that  deductions  drawn  from  that  meaning  must  be  altogether  unwarranted,  or 
absolutely  erroneous.  Taylor's  illustrations  of  the  meaning  of  the  original  are  fre- 
4^ently  very  striking,  and  the  explication  of  certain  phrases  very  happy.  The  author 
had  collected  these  under  the  corresponding  English  words,  when  it  occurred  to 
him  that  the  undertaking  might  be  made  usi^l  to  others,  and  improved  by  con- 
sulting other  works,  especially  philological,  such  as  the  late  editions  of  Gesenius's 
Le^cietm,  etc." 

The  English  student,  then,  will  be  able  to  find  in  every  case  what 
Hebrew  word  corresponds  with  the  English  ones  in  the  Hebrew  Bible, 
and  to  ascertain  the  uniformity,  or  the  contrary,  with  which  the  trans- 
lators rendered  such  word  into  our  tongue.  But  the  volume  does  far 
more  than  this :  it  presents  a  very  excellent  lexicon,  with  a  great  deal 
of  philological  and  exegetical  matter.  A  short  extract  may  be  given 
as  a  specimen  of  this  portion  of  the  work. 

"  Die,  dead.    1.  913  to  breathe  out  one's  life,  to  expire,  to  die,  to  perish ;  Gr., 

iKKfiveiPf  Comp,  fail,  Luke  xvi.  9  ;  of  men  and  of  brutes ;  it  is  used  also  of  a  violent 
death,  Num  xvii.  12 ;  xx.  3.  The  LXX.  have  rendered  this  word  twice  by  r^Ketnav, 
twice  by  &iro^<ricciF,  six  times  by  itxoXeiv^uf  \  it  would  seem  therefore  to  apply 
more  generally  to  a  gentle  death. — 2.  mD,  to  die,  to  be  slain,  to  make  to  die. — 
3.  r6;i),  /,  see  carcase. — 4.  tea,  to  fall. — 5.  ttoa,  com.,  the  animal  life :  it  is  used  in 
a  singular  manner  to  signify  a  dead  animal  body;  but  as  in  some  places  where  this 
word  is  translated  body  the  adjective  is  joined,  it  may  in  other  instances  be  under- 
stood— 6.  "UD,  m.,  carcase,  dead  body. — 7.  nWj,  m,  p.,  giants  ;  the  illustrious  dead 
<^  past  times  in  Hades,  supposed  to  be  within  the  earth. — 8.  tp^,  to  lay  waste,  to 
destroy." 

We  feel  this  is  a  very  bald  exhibition  of  Dr.  Wilson^s  elaborate 
performance,  for  by  a  simple  mode  of  reference  it  is  shewn  in  what 
texts  of  the  English  Bible  the  above  eight  words  are  used  for  the 
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verb  to  die^  or  the  adjectiTe  dead.  Other  important  critical  helps  are 
afforded,  and  the  whole  is  exhibited  with  the  clearness  which  perspicn- 
oos  arrangement  and  exquisite  typography  can  give  to  it. 


Yahteh  Chbist,  or  the  Memorial,  Name.  By  Alex.  Mac  Whorter, 
Yale  University,  Witb  Introductory  Letter,  bv  Nathaniel  W. 
Tayler,  D.D.,  Dwight  Professor  of  Theology,  Vale  Theologpieal 
Seminary.  Boston  :  Gould  and  Lincoln.  London :  Lowe  and  CSo. 
1857.     12mo.     pp.  190. 

The  mysterious  name  by  which  God  was  pleased  to  make  himself 
known  to  his  ancient  people,  has  always  excited  the  researches  of 
Christians,  both  as  to  its  pronunciation  and  its  meaning.  Although 
we  cannot  say  we  expect  anything  novel  can  be  discovered  in  theology, 
we  yet  confess  that  this  little  volume  is  well  worthy  the  notice  of  all 
students  of  the  Holy  Scriptures.  It  will  amply  repay  a  careful  read- 
ing, and  will  confer  benefit  even  if  its  theory  is  not  acquiesced  in. 
What  the  theory  is,  will  appear  from  a  short  paragraph  from  the 
Preface. 

''  The  name  Jehovah  ia  the  grand  central  fact  upon  which  the  discussicm  tnrna. 
It  wiU  be  ahewQ  that  thia  Name,  having  been  deprived  of  ita  tme  vowela  throngh  a 
anperatition  of  the  Jews,  is  not  *  Jehovahi'  bat  Yahveh ;  that  it  ia  not  properly  ren-^ 
dered  *  1  am/  bat  Hn  who  will  bb  ;  tiiat  it  ia  the  great  Messianic  name  of  the 
Old  Testament,  and  tiiere  represents  the  same  Divine  Person  who  afterwards  appeared 
in  the  world's  history  under  the  name  of  Christ." 

We  ought  to  state  that  in  this  volume  the  theory  is  stated  popu- 
larly, but  that  it  is  discussed  in  a  more  learned  manner  in  the  BibUo- 
theca  Sacra  for  January  last. 


History  of  the  Christian  Churchy  from  the  election  of  Pope  Gregory 
the  Great  to  the  Concordat  of  Worms  (a.d.  590—1122).  By 
James  Craigie  Robertson,  M.A.,  Vicar  of  Bekesboume,  in  the 
Diocese  of  Canterbury.     London :  Murray.    1856.    8vo.    pp.  744. 

We  mentioned  with  distinct  approval  the  first  volume  of  Mr.  Robert- 
son's Church  History,  which  appeared  a  short  time  ago,  and  are  glad 
to  be  able  to  welcome  the  second ;  including  as  it  does  those  mysterious 
years  of  the  life  of  Christianity,  when  the  leaven  seemed  to  move  the 
^^lump''  with  but  lethargic  influence.  But  just  in  proportion  as  the 
Church  was  enveloped  in  mists,  does  it  become  a  matter  of  duty  to 
search  for  it  more  earnestly,  and  to  exhibit  its  features  apart  from  the 
prejudices  which  lurk  in  the  expression  "the  dark  ages."  Mr.  Robert- 
son has  discharged  this  duty  with  commendable  fidelity,  and  produced 
a  volume  which  may  be  at  once  referred  to  as  an  authority,  and 
read  as  an  intensely  interesting  narrative.  More  than  this  general 
description  we  cannot  now  enter  upon,  but  will  introduce  to  our  readers 
two  extracts,  which  will  give  a  fair  example  of  the  author's  mode  of 
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treating  his  subjects.     The  first  relates  to  Charlemagne,  and  his  un- 
wearied efforts  to  benefit  the  people  : — 

**  Charlemagne  was  bent  on  improving  the  education  of  every  class  among  his 
subjects.  He  urged  his  nobles  to  stady,  and  loudly  reproved  those  who  considered 
their  position  as  an  excuse  for  negligence.  The  laity  were  required  to  learn  the 
Creed  and  the  Lord's  Pftiyer — in  Latin  if  possible— with  a  view  to  bringing  them 
within  the  Roman  influence.  Fasting  and  blows  were  sometimes  denounced  against 
those  who  should  disobey.  But  it  was  found  that  the  hardness  of  the  risk  was 
regarded  by  many  persons  as  even  more  formidable  than  such  penalties ;  and  it  also 
appeared  that  many  of  the  clergy  were  themselves  unable  to  teach  the  forms  in  Latin. 
The  re^-enactments  and  the  mitigations  of  such  rules  sufficiently  prove  how  difficult 
it  was  to  carry  them  into  execution.  The  clergy  were  charged  to  explain  the  Creed 
and  the  Lord's  Prayer  to  their  people,  and  sponsors  at  baptism  were  required  to 
prove  their  acquaintance  with  both. 

<*  Charlemagne  took  great  pains  to  improve  the  education  of  thexlergy.  In  769 
he  ordered  that  any  clergyman  who  should  disregard  his  bishop's  admonitions  to 
learn,  should  be  suspended  or  deprived.  In  787  he  issued  a  circular  to  all  metro- 
politans, bishops,  and  abbots,  complaining  of  the  incorrect  style  which  appeared  in 
many  letters  addressed  to  him  from  monasteries.  Tlbis  want  of  skill  in  writing,  he 
says,  leads  him  to  i^prehend  that  there  may  be  also  inability  to  understand  the 
language  of  Scripture  rightly  ;  he  therefore  orders  that  competent  masters  should  be 
established,  and  that  study  ^ould  be  diligently  urged  on.  Two  years  later  he  ordered 
that  there  should  be  a  school  in  every  catibedral  and  monastery,  open  not  only  to  the 
servile  class  (from  which  the  clergy  were  usually  taken)  but  to  the  freeborn ;  that 
instruction  should  be  given  in  psalmody,  music,  compoium,  and  grammar ;  and  that 
care  should  be  taken  for  the  correct  writing  of  the  service-books.  He  employed 
Paul  Wamefrid  to  compile  a  book  of  homilies  from  the  fathers,  and  published  it  with 
a  preface  in  his  own  name.  These  homilies  were  arranged  according  to  the  ecclesias- 
tic seasons.  It  seems  to  have  been  at  first  intended  that  they  should  be  read  in 
Latin,  the  language  of  th&  Church  and  of  the  State ;  and  that  it  was  a  concession  to 
national  feeling,  when  councils  of  the  emperor's  last  year  directed  the  clergy,  in  using 
them,  to  render  them  into  a  tongue  intelligible  to  the  people — ''the  rustic  Roman" 
of  Gaul,  or  the  Teutonic,  as  might  be.  As  the  manuscripts  of  the  Scriptures  had 
been  generally  much  corrupted  by  careless  transcription,  Charlemagne,  with  Alcuin's 
assistance,  provided  for  the  multiplication  of  correct  copies.  While  the  pupils  of  the 
schools  w^e  employed  in  transcribing  the  less  important  books  for  churches  ;  none 
but  persons  of  mature  age  were  allowed  to  copy  the  gospels,  the  psalter,  or  the 
miss^.  Manuscripts  were  acquired  for  libraries  from  England,  Italy,  and  Greece. 
Presbyters  were,  before  ordination,  to  be  examined  as  to  their  faith,  as  to  their  know- 
ledge of  the  Creed  and  the  Lord's  Prayer,  of  the  canons,  the  penitential,  the  gospels, 
the  homilies  of  the  fathers,  the  public  services,  the  rites  of  baptism  and  the  eucharist, 
and  their  power  of  instructing  their  flocks." 

The  following  is  an  account  of  the  way  in  which  the  sect  of 
Paulicians  was  helped  on  by  combined  masculine  energy  and  female 
cunning : — 

'*  Sergius  was  converted  to  Paulicianism  by  a  female  theologian.  The  historians 
of  the  sect  relate  that  this  woman,  having  fixed  on  him  as  one  whom  it  was  desirable 
to  gain,  entered  into  conversation  with  him,  and,  after  some  compliments  on  his 
learning  and  character^  asked  him  why  he  did  not  read  the  Scriptures.  He  answered 
that  such  studies  were  not  lawful  for  Christians  in  general,  but  only  for  the  clergy — 
an  idea  which  Chrysostoin  had  strongly  opposed,  but  which  since  his  time  had  become 
fixed  in  the  popular  belief,  although  without  any  formal  authority  from  the  Church. 
'  It  is  not  as  you  think,'  she  rejoined,  '  for  there  is  no  acceptance  of  persons  with 
God,  since  he  will  have  all  men  to  be  saved,  and  to  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
truth.'  And  she  went  on  to  tell  him  that  the  clergy  mutilated  and  corrupted  the 
Word  of  God,  and  that  such  of  them  as  did  miracles  would  be  found  among  those 
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to  wliom  Christ  will  mj  in  the  jadgment-day,  *  I  never  knew  yon/  Sergins  began 
to  reed  the  Scriptures,  end,  under  the  tuition  of  his  instructress,  he  learnt  to  apply 
to  the  Catholics  all  that  is  there  aaid  against  tiie  fleshly  Israel,  and  to  regard  the 
Paulidans  as  the  true  spiritual  church  of  Christ.  He  assumed  thename  of  Tychicos, 
and  became  a  new  founder  of  the  sect,  which  is  said  to  have  held  his  writings  in  equal 
▼eneration  with  the  Scriptures  themselTCs.  His  own  tnorals  would  seem  to  have 
been  unimpeachable,  since  Fhotius  and  Peter  of  Sicily  can  only  charge  him  with 
hypocrisy :  and  he  reformed  the  morality  of  the  Paulidaos,  in  opposition  to  Uie 
principles  of  Baanes.  This  led  to  a  separation  of  the  sect  into  two  hostile  branches ; 
and,  after  the  death  of  Sergius,  his  followers,  wishing  to  clear  themselves  from 
obloquy  attaching  to  the  Baanites,  fell  on  tiiem,  and  carried  on  a  bloody  contest 
with  them.  For  thirty-four  years,  from  the  reign  of  Irene  to  that  of  Theophilos, 
Sergins  laboured  inde&tigably  in  the  cause  of  Piiulicianism.  He  is  said  to  hare 
indulged  in  unseemly  boasting  of  his  success ;  to  have  preferred  himself  to  the  earlier 
teachers  of  the  party ;  to  have  styled  himself  the  retplendent  kaa^y  the  Mnmg  Vght, 
the  UfB'ffhfmff  star,  and  even  the  Paraclete." 


The  Protestant  Theological  and  Ecclesiastical  Encyclopaedia :  being  a 
Condensed  Translation  of  Herzog's  Real  Encydopcediaj  vnth  addi- 
tions from  other  sources.  By  the  Rev.  J.  H,  A.  BoMBEsaER,  D.D., 
assisted  by  distinguished  theologians  of  various  denominations. 
Part  III.     Edinburgh :  T.  and  T.  Clark.     8vo.     pp.  128. 

This  work  proceeds  steadily,  and  a  renewed  acquaintance  with  it 
makes  us  the  more  anxious  for  its  completion.  The  '^  old  lore ''  which 
it  furnishes  on  matters  of  Church  History,  critical,  biographical,  and 
historical,  makes  its  pages  very  attractive  to  us,  and  as  it  is  in  thia 
respect  quite  sui  generis  in  this  country,  we  cannot  doubt  it  will  be 
very  successful.  A  quotation  on  the  subject  of  Monachism,  from  the 
Article,  *  Benedict,'  will  illustrate  what  we  have  said : — 

"Monachism,  from  its  rise,  stood  side  by  side  with  the  clerical  estate  in  the  esti- 
mation of  the  people,  and  by  degrees  gradually  (mc)  supplanted  it.  Entrance  into 
the  cloister  was  alone  regarded  as  eonveraio,  monastic  life  as  reUgio,  and  the  brethren 
of  the  cowl  as  eonverei  and  reliffiosi.  The  clergy  sought  piety  and  knowledge  in  the 
secluded  cell,  and  the  episcopal  chairs  were  principally  filled  by  monks.  The  mani- 
fest  hatred  of  the  clergy  toward  the  Benedictine  Order  in  later  times  was  shadowed 
forth  by  the  conduct  of  the  priest  Florentius  towards  its  founder,  who  at  that  time 
fixed  the  relation  of  the  monks  to  the  clerical  estate.  Whilst  he  placed  the  monas- 
teries under  the  bishop  of  the  diocese,  their  own  priests  rendered  them  independent 
of  all  the  lower  clergy.  The  latter,  by  reason  of  their  secular  character,  fell  below 
the  Benedictines  in  influence,  power,  and  inward  worth.  They  were  chosen  fit)m 
among  bondmen,  and  suffered  to  remain  in  extreme  poverty  and  ignorance.  And  so 
they  became  the  magical  possessors  and  mechanical  dispensers  of  the  gifts  of  divine 
grace  in  the  Church,  without  respect  and  efficiency.  Soon  they  could  scarcely  use 
a  ritual  which  they  could  not  understand,  and  in  point  of  morals  sank  as  low,  yea 
lower,  than  the  laity  around  them.  In  view  of  such  a  result,  perhaps,  or  because 
they  read  the  signs  of  the  times  better  than  others,  Eusebius  of  Vercelli  and  Augus- 
tine attempted  to  introduce  monastic  discipline  and  conventual  life  into  the  clerical 
estate.  But  the  mighty  revival  of  monachism  in  its  separate  form  frustrated  their 
efforts,  and  the  attempt  was  renewed,  only  when  the  latter  had  achieved  a  complete 
victory.  The  degradation  of  the  secular  clergy  had  become  so  extreme  that  some- 
thing must  be  done  for  their  elevation,  and  monachism,  which  had  wrought  the 
injury,  furnished  the  means  and  way.  In  the  eighth  century  appeared  the  Vita 
canonica  ckrieorumf  and  immediately  found  general  favour  and  acceptance.    Wealthy 


1857.]  Notices  of  Books.  213 

chapters  and  excellent  cathedral  schools  arose  beside  the  monasteries,  and  were  the 
rather  frequented  and  endowed  by  the  nobles,  because  in  them  the  line  between  the 
clergy  and  the  laity  was  strictly  drawn.  The  inhabitants  of  many  monasteries  now 
transformed  themselves  into  canons,  and  in  others  the  monks,  to  the  total  neglect  of 
their  rule,  soon  adopted  a  similar  mode  of  living  together  as  prebendaries.  The 
abbeys  were  either  used  by  the  princes  for  their  own  advantage^  or  conferred  as  fiefs 
on  laymen  (abbacomites),  or  at  best  made  over  to  the  bishops.  And  thus,  in  a  short 
time  after  its  victory,  the  whole  benedictine  order  was  in  danger  of  subversion.  But 
it  had  not  yet  run  its  course." 


Prelacy,  not  Preshytery^  the  divinely  instituted  Polity  of  the  Christian 
Church,  and  Medium  of  conveying  the  Ministerial  Commission  ; 
comprising  a  New  Edition,  of  "  Preshyterianism  Indefensible"  and 
a  Refutation  of  the  Rev,  Dr.  Crawford^ s  Reply  to  that  Publication, 
entitled  ^^ Presbytery  or  Prelacy J^  By  the  Rev.  Wm.  Farquhar, 
A.M.,  Examining  Chaplain  to  the  Bishop  of  St.  Andrew's,  etc. 
Edinhurgh :  Lendrum  and  Co.  Oxford  and  London :  Parkers. 
1856.     8vo.     pp.  316. 

It  does  not  fall  in  with  the  plan  of  this  Journal  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tions which  so  unhappily  divide  the  visible  Church  of  Christ ;  but  we 
may  indicate  to  our  readers  where  they  may  find  materials  to  assist 
their  investigation  of  disputed  subjects.  Mr.  Farquhar  has,  in  our 
opinion,  exhausted  the  topic  he  has  treated  of  in  this  volume,  and 
thoroughly  examined  the  question  of  Prelacy,  both  on  scriptural  and 
historical  grounds.  The  great  amount  of  information  he  has  adduced 
makes  the  work  valuable,  quite  apart  from  any  predilections  the  reader 
may  have  as  to  the  main  argument,  and  we  are  happy  to  be  able  to 
add  that  the  author  has  endeavoured  to  establish  his  point  with  gen- 
tlemanly manners  as  well  as  with  scholar-like  abilities. 


Cathedra  Petri.  A  Political  History  of  the  Gfreat  Latin  Patriarchate. 
Books  I.  and  II.,  from  the  first  to  the  close  of  the  fifth  century. 
By  Thomas  Greenwood,  M.A.,  Cambridge  and  Durham,  F.R.S.L., 
Barrister-at-Law.     London :  C.  J.  Stewart.    1856.   8vo.  pp.  510. 

We  have  been  so  much  interested  in  this  first  instalment  of  an  original 
and  learned  work,  that  we  feel  anxious  for  its  progress  and  completion. 
Mr.  Greenwood  says  that  his  MS.  is  complete  down  to  the  close  of 
the  great  contest  of  investitures  in  the  thirteenth  century,  and  that  if 
printed  in  the  form  now  before  us,  it  will  fill  five  volumes  of  equal 
bulk.  We  have  then  only  one-fifth  of  the  whole  work  now  published, 
and  as  it  will  probably  depend  on  the  success  of  the  present  portion  of 
it  whether  the  author  will  proceed  with  it,  we  gladly  bring  its  claims 
before  our  readers.  The  peculiar  design  of  the  work  will  best  be 
presented  in  the  words  of  the  writer  himself: — 

'*  About  twenty  years  ago  the  author  of  this  yolume  published  a  work  on  the 
early  history  of  the  Germans  ;  and  in  the  course  of  his  inquiries  was  much  struck 
with  certain  characteristics  in  the  history  of  the  Roman  Pontificate,  which  seemed  to 
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Um  to  supply  tbe  key  to  tbe  mntery  of  Um  paptl  power;  or,  at  least,  to  point  <mt 
the  principal  sooroes  from  which  p^pal  Rome  di«w  the  elements  of  that  singular 
vitality  which  has  sustained  it  to  the  present  time. 

"  As  his  researches  proceeded,  and  his  collections  increased  in  Tolamo,  be  foond 
it  necessary  to  fix  upon  some  plan  by  which  needless  prolixity  might  be  sToided,  and 
the  vast  mass  of  matter  whicn  came  onder  his  obserration,  might  be  reduced  to  its 
natural  order.  He  was  ansions  not  to  inroWe  himsdf  in  the  mnltifikrious  dogmatic 
or  religions  considerations,  by  which  theologians  of  opposite  persuasions  have 
obscured  or  disgoised  the  history  of  the  papacy.  A  little  reflection  convinced  him 
that  such  a  course  was  altogether  onneoessary.  Admitting  that  papal  history  most 
be  in  a  great  degree  the  hi^ry  of  rtHgioui  opMon,  it  struck  him  that  all  active 
Uving  opinion  is  matter  of  historical  fkct ;  and  that  it  might  be  treated  like  all  other 
Ihct,  without  enquiring  into  the  dogmatic  propriety  of  the  theological  grounds  upon 
which  it  was  based.  With  those  grounds  he  was  no  further  concerned  than  as  they 
involved  other  matter  of  fact,  triable  by  the  ordinary  methods  of  historical  investiga- 
tion. Viewing  the  subject  in  this  light,  he  felt  himsdf  under  no  obligation  to  enqaire 
how  the  result  of  the  trial  might  affect  Uie  religious  basis  of  the  pontifical  claims. 
Neither  can  it  greatly  concern  the  devouter  adherents  of  the  Church  of  Borne,  to 
ascertain  how  any  merely  human  or  rationalistic  investigation  may  affect  an  authority, 
which  they  are  bound  to  regard  as  the  subject  of  original  and  continuous  revelation. 
To  others  of  that  communion  it  may  appear  that  the  presumed  revelation  does  in 
truth  stand  in  some  kind  of  relation  to  the  fscts  which  have  accompanied,  or  which  are 
alleged  in  support  of  it.  This  class  may  perhaps  derive  some  information  from  the 
present  volume ;  but  it  forms  no  part  of  the  author's  design  to  induce  them  either  to 
modify  their  opinions,  or  even  to  look  for  other — ^perhaps  more  tenable — grounds  for 
their  actual  convictions  than  those  that  have  been  hitherto  presented  to  them  by  thdr 
instructors. 

"  And,  in  fact,  a  distinction  may  be  very  properly  taken  between  the  history, 
properly  so-called,  and  the  dogmatic  theory  of  the  papacy.  The  ktter  will,  no 
doubt,  be  treated  by  its  advocates  as  the  subject  of  a  revelation  transmitted  through 
the  Church-catholic  to  all  ages,  consequentiy  in  that  view  independent  of  all  other 
attestation  than  that  of  the  Church  herself:  the  former  of  necessity  involves  a  notioa 
and  discussion  of  every  material  matter  accompanying  ite  development;  it  not  only  per- 
mits but  enjoins  us  to  apply  to  sndi  matter  the  cwdinary  teste  of  historical  truth, 
without  troubling  ourselves  how  the  theory  may  be  thereby  affected.  The  theological 
supporters  of  the  theory  do  not  in  fact  encourage  the  idea  that  the  chair  of  Peter  can 
in  any  wise  be  made  to  rest  purely,  or  even  principally,  upon  the  historical  truth  of  the 
testimony  alleged  in  support  of  it ;  they  therefore  regard  the  concomitant  fiuste,  not 
as  substentive  proof,  but  as  collateral  and  confirmatory  testimony  to  a  prior  reve- 
lation, adduced  only  to  shew  that  what  has  been  (as  they  allege)  recognized  and 
adopted  from  the  beginning,  and  by  all  Christians,  as  a  matter  of  divine  appoint- 
ment, could  be  rejected  by  none  but  a  factious,  heretical,  or  infidel  minority.  With 
this  mode  of  treating  the  subject  the  writer  of  tiiese  pages  has  no  concern  He  pro- 
poses to  deal  with  the  facto  only ;  he  desires  to  investigate  them  by  the  rules  appli- 
cable to  all  matter  of  fact ;  to  assign  to  them  their  true  historical  character  ;  to  con- 
sider them  in  their  relation  to  the  social  and  moral  stete  of  the  world,  and  especially 
to  submit  the  political  element  in  the  papal  scheme  to  more  particular  consideration ; 
to  bring  that  element  into  ite  natural  connexion  with  the  religious  scheme ;  and,  io 
the  end,  to  leave  it  to  the  reader  to  form  his  own  conclusions  as  to  the  validity  of 
the  papal  claims,  as  he  may  deem  them  maintainable  upon  purely  historical  testi- 
mony." 

Worthy  design  I  to  rise  above  the  motives  which  are  found  in 
practice  to  rule  men  more  powerfully  than  any  other,  and  to  lose  the 
subjective  in  the  objective.  Perhaps  this  can  never  be  JuUy  done,  yet 
it  ought  to  be  aimed  at  by  the  historian,  and  in  proportion  as  it  is 
thought  to  be  important  it  will  have  a  chance  of  being  accomplished. 
But  it  is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  indifference  to  the  religious  aad 
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dogmatic  elements  of  history  will  make  a  writer  impartial ;  on  the 
contrary,  that  very  feeling  will  lay  him  open  to  the  strongest  preju- 
dices. We  see  no  traces  in  this  volume  of  any  indifiference  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Greenwood,  but  we  everywhere  discover  that  he  aims  at 
keeping  dogmatic  views  in  abeyance.  We  think  he  has  succeeded  to 
a  degree  which  makes  him  an  instructive  historian,  and  we  hope  our 
readers  will  make  themselves  intimately  acquainted  with  the  volume. 


A  Comparative  Orammar  of  the  Drdvidian  or  South  Indian  Family  of 
Langtiages,  By  the  Rev.  R.  Caldwell,  B.A.,  Missionary  of  the 
Society  for  the  Propagation  of  the  Gospel  in  Foreign  Parts,  at 
Edeyenkoody,  Tinnevelly,  Southern  India.  London:  Harrison. 
1856.     8vo.     pp.  536. 

Mb.  Caldwell  has  afforded  another  illustration  of  the  fact  that  efforts 
to  spread  the  gospel  are  often  associated  with  discoveries  and  improve- 
ments in  art  and  science.  Called  to  labour  in  Southern  India,  he  has 
not  only  acquired  the  language  of  the  people  to  whom  he  preached  the 
gospel,  but  has  also  engaged  in  very  minute  researches  in  the  depart- 
ment of  philology,  so  as  to  notice  and  record  the  affinities  of  dialects 
spoken  by  hundreds  of  millions  of  people,  and,  on  his  return  to  this 
country,  has  given  the  results  of  his  studies  to  the  world.  There  is 
something  very  pleasing  in  the  following  account  of  the  way  in  which 
fragments  of  time  were  used  up,  and  of  the  slow  accretions  which  gra- 
dually amounted  to  this  compact  volume : — 

''  During  the  period  of  my  residence  in  India,  the  work  in  which  I  was  engaged 
as  a  missionary  was  of  too  important  a  nature  to  edlow  me  to  spend  mnch  of  my  time 
in  book-making.  It  was  necessary  for  me  to  be  content  with  jotting  down  occasion- 
ally a  few  notes  and  illustrations,  and  making  out  conclusions  in  my  mind.  Since 
my  return  to  this  country  for  a  season,  I  have  taken  the  opportunity  of  putting  toge- 
ther the  notes  which  I  had  collected,  and  moulding  them  into  a  systematic  shape ; 
and  the  result  is  now  published  in  the  hope  that  this  work  will  help  to  supply  a  want 
which  I  had  long  felt  myself,  and  which  must,  I  conceived,  have  been  fdt  by  many 
others.  I  trust  it  will  be  found  to  contribute  to  a  more  enlarged  and  scientific  study 
of  each  of  the  Dr&vidian  languages,  to  a  more  accurate  knowledge  of  their  structure 
and  vital  spirit,  and  to  a  higher  estimate  of  their  phonic  beauty,  their  philosophical 
organization,  and  tiieir  unequalled  regularity.'' 

But  what  are  the  Dr&vidian  languages  of  which  these  excellencies 
are  predicated  ?    We  wiD  let  Mr.  Caldwell  reply : — 

''The  idioms  which  are  included  in  this  work  under  the  general  term  '  Drdvidian,' 
constitute  the  vernacular  speech  of  the  great  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  Southern 
India.  With  the  exception  of  Orissa  and  those  districts  of  Western  India  and  the 
Dekhan.  in  which  the  Gujarftthi  and  the  Mar&thi  are  spoken,  the  whole  of  the  penin- 
sular portion  of  India,  from  the  Yindhya  mountains  and  the  river  Nerbudda  (Nar- 
madd)  to  Cape  Comorin,  is  peopled,  and  from  the  earliest  period  appears  to  have 
been  peopled  by  different  branches  of  one  and  the  same  race,  speaking  different  dia- 
lects of  one  and  the  same  language — ^the  language  to  which  the  term  Drfividian  is 
here  applied ;  and  scattered  offshoots  from  the  same  stem  may  be  traced  still  farther 
north,  as  fi&r  as  the  Rajmahal  hills,  and  even  as  far  as  the  mountain  fastnesses  of 
Bduchistan." 
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The  idioms  of  ibis  family  are  nine  in  number,  of  whicb  tbe  Tamil 
18  tbe  principal  one,  and  tbat  spoken  by  Mr.  Caldwell  in  bis  missioiiarj 
duties.  Not  only  does  tbe  autbor  point  oat  tbe  likenesses  between  the 
members  of  tbis  important  group  of  tongues,  but  be  also  investigates 
tbeir  connexion  witb  tbe  great  genera  into  wbicb  tbe  languages  of 
mankind  bare  been  divided  in  modem  times. 

''Before  I  was  aware/'  he  saji,  "of  the  opinion  which  Professor  Rask  of  Copen- 
hagen was  the  first  to  express,  and  which  has  generally  been  adopted,  I  arrived  by  a 
somewhat  similar  process  at  the  same  oondosion,  vis.,  that  the  Dr&vidian  languages 
are  to  be  affiliated  not  with  the  Indo-Enropean,  but  with  the  Scythian  groap  of 
tongues,  and  that  the  Scythian  ftunily  to  which  they  appear  to  be  most  dosely  ailied 
is  the  Finnish  or  Ugrian.^' 

To  tbose,  tberefore,  wbo  make  language  a  scientific  study,  Mr. 
Caldwell's  volume  will  prove  bigbly  interesting ;  but  its  great  utility 
appears  from  tbe  fact  tbat  Cbristianity  bas  a  great  work  to  do  va 
8outbem  India,  and  tbat  it  must  be  done  by  men  acquiring  tboroughly 
tbe  language  and  dialects  of  tbe  people.  Wben  we  speak  of  ^'oor 
Indian  empire,''  tbe  idea  is  probably  conveyed  to  most  minds  of  its 
natives  gradually  learning  to  speak  English,  and  adopting  our  institu- 
tions; but  Mr.  Caldwell  says,  "Neitber  tbe  Englisb,  nor  any  other 
foreign  tongue,  bas  tbe  sligbtest  cbance  of  becoming  tbe  vemacular 
speecb  of  any  portion  of  tbe  inbabitants  of  Soutbern  India."  As  an 
illustration  of  tbis  be  tells  us  tbat  in  two  provinces,  Tinnevelly  and 
Madura,  wbose  population  amounts  to  tbree  millions,  tbere  are  at  pre- 
sent only  about  tbree  bundred  Englisb,  including  women  and  cbildren! 

Subsidiary  to  tbe  main  design  of  tbis  work  there  is  a  large  amount 
of  bistorical,  theological,  and  other  information  of  tbe  most  intense 
interest  to  those  whose  study  is  man. 


A  Practical  Orammar  of  the  Sanskrit  Language^  arranged  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Classical  Languages  of  Europe^  for  the  use  of  EngUsh 
Students,  By  Monier  Williams,  M.A.,  Professor  of  Sanskrit  at 
the  East  India  College,  Haileybury ;  Member  of  the  Royal  Asiatic 
Society,  and  of  the  Oriental  Society  of  Germany ;  formerly  Boden 
Scholar  in  the  University  of  Oxford.  Second  edition.  Oxford :  at 
the  University  Press.     1857.     Large  8vo.     pp.  394. 

That  a  work  like  this  should  have  reached  a  second  edition  proves 
that  the  Sanskrit  language  has  many  students  in  this  country ;  and, 
that  being  the  case,  we  are  not  surprized  that  this  grammar  should  be 
preferred  to  others,  since  Mr.  Williams  has  aimed  at  doing  away  with 
the  cumbrous  method  of  the  grammarians  of  India,  which  was  too  often 
followed  by  his  predecessors.     He  says : — 

**  It  is  to  be  regretted  tbat  tbe  Pandits  of  India  sbould  have  overlaid  tbeir  system, 
possessing,  as  it  does,  undeniable  excellencies,  witb  a  network  of  mysticism.  Had 
they  designed  to  keep  tbe  key  of  tbe  knowledge  of  tbeir  language,  and  to  shot  the 
door  against  tbe  vulgar,  tbey  could  bardly  bave  invented  a  metbod  more  perplexing 
and  discouraging  to  beginners.   Having  required,  as  a  preliminary  step,  tbat  tiie  fltu- 
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dent  shall  puss  a  novitiate  of  ten  years  in  the  grammar  alone,  they  have  constructed 
a  complicated  machinery  of  signs,  symbols,  and  indicatory  letters,  which. may  be  well 
calculated  to  aid  the  memory  of  the  initiated  natives,  but  only  serves  to  bewilder  the 
English  tyro.  He  has  enongh  to  do  in  conquering  the  difficulties  of  a  strange  cha- 
racter, without  puzzling  himself  at  the  very  threshold  in  a  labyrinth  of  symbols  and 
abbreviations,  and  perplexing  himself  in  his  endeavours  to  understand  a  complicated 

cipher,  with  an  equally  complicated  key  to  its  interpretation My  aim  has  been, 

in  the  present  work,  to  avoid  the  mysticism  of  the  Indian  grammarians,  without 
ignoring  the  best  parts  of  their  system,  and  without  rejecting  such  of  their  technical 
symbols  as  I  have  found  by  experience  to  be  really  useful  in  assisting  the  memory." 

The  volume  is  very  admirably  got  up  in  every  way,  and  it  bears 
altogether  the  marks  of  being  the  production  of  one  not  only  skilled  in 
his  subject,  but  also  competent  to  teach  it — ^two  things  not  always 
conibined.  A  short  extract  on  the  grammatical  peculiarity  of  the 
Sanskrit  may  be  generally  interesting : — 

'*  The  student  will  doubtless  be  impatient  of  the  space  devoted  to  the  explanation 
of  the  alphabet.  Let  him  understand  at  the  outset  that  a  minute  and  accurate 
adjustment  of  the  mutual  relations  of  letters  is  the  very  hinge  of  the  whole  subject  of 
Sanskrit  grammar.  It  is  the  point  which  distinguishes  the  grammar  of  this  language 
from  that  of  every  other.  In  fact,  Sanskrit  in  its  whole  structure  is  an  elaborate 
process  of  combining  letters  according  to  prescribed  rules.  Its  entire  grammatical 
system,  the  regular  formation  of  its  nouns  and  verbs  from  crude  roots,  its  theory  of 
declension  and  conjugation,  and  the  arrangement  of  its  sentences,  all  turn  on  the 
reciprocal  relationship  and  interchangeableness  of  letters,  and  the  laws  which  regu- 
late  their  euphonic  combination.  These  laws,  moreover,  are  the  key  to  the  influence 
which  this  language  has  exercised  in  the  study  of  comparative  philology.  Such  being 
the  case,  it  is  scarcely  possible  for  a  Sanskrit  grammar  to  be  too  full,  luminous,  and 
explicit  in  treating  of  the  letters,  their  pronunciation,  classification,  and  mutual 
affinities." 


An  English  and  Turkish  Dictionary,  In  two  parts,  Part  I.  English 
and  Turkish.  Part  II.  Turkish-English ;  in  which  the  Turkish 
words  are  represented  in  the  Oriental  character,  as  well  as  their 
correct  pronunciation  and  accentuation  shewn  in  English  letters. 
By  J.  W.  Redhouse,  F.R.S.A.,  Member  of  the  Imperial  Academy 
of  Science  of  Constantinople,  etc.,  etc.  London :  Quaritch.  1857. 
Small  square  8vo.     pp.  xxvi.  and  1150. 

We  may  hope  that  the  intercourse  with  Turkey,  produced  by  the  late 
war,  will  lead  to  the  improvement  of  the  sensual  and  bloodthirsty 
Mohammedans ;  whose  characteristics,  although  varnished  over  lately 
for  political  purposes,  continue  to  be  most  alien  from  all  that  is  civi- 
lized and  Christian.  Mr.  Redhouse  has  done  a  good  work  in  providing 
this  excellent  introduction  to  the  language  of  Turkey,  and  as  English- 
men become  more  naturalized  in  the  country,  may  God  grant  that 
their  intercourse  may  not  be  confined  to  purposes  of  pleasure  and 
gain,  but  result  in  the  extension  of  humane  and  holy  principles. 
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The  Desert  of  Sinai:  Notes  of  a  Spring  Jawm^from  Cairo  to  Beer- 

shdxJL     By  Horatius  Bonab,  D.D.     London :  Nisbet     12mo. 

pp.  408. 

This  is  a  tolerably  good  book  of  travels, — ^the  gossiping  reminiscences 

of  a  man  with  considerable  power  of  discernment,  but  withal  of  Btrong 

Erejudices.  If  read  cum  grano  it  will  instruct  while  it  interests,  and 
elp  to  enlarge  and  confirm  that  floating  knowledge  of  the  East  which 
is  now  so  general  among  us.  In  looking  over  the  volume  for  an 
extract  appropriate  to  our  pages,  we  have  found  none  more  so  than 
the  following  on  the  Sinaitic  inscriptions,  which  Dr.  Bonar  thinks  may 
be  of  Phoenician  origin.  The  observations  on  the  climate  of  the  East, 
as  helping  to  perpetuate  monumental  inscriptions,  are  very  good  :— 

*  <  These  macriptioiiB  are  ondoabtedly  of  a  great  age.  The  fact  of  the  characters 
being  unknown  cf  itself  proves  this ;  for  there  is  no  instance  of  a  language  or  an 
alphabet  being  totaUy  lost  daring  the  last  eighteen  hundred  years.  This  is  a  serious 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  those  who  ascribe  them  to  the  pilgrims  of  the  early  centuries. 
For,  as  these  pilgrims  were,  with  few  exceptions,  Greek,  or  Egyptians  speaking 
Greek,  it  seems  incredible  that  they  should  have  left  inscriptions  in  a  language  not 
their  own — ^a  language  whose  every  trace  has  perished,  save  what  is  to  be  gleaned 
from  these  old  rocks.  Any  one  looking  at  them  would  at  once  pronounce  them  very 
old.  They  are  not  merely  rudely  graven,  but  they  give  strong  indication  o(  their 
being  the  letters  of  a  rude  alphabet.  Such  is  decidedly  the  impression  which  re- 
mains upon  my  own  mind,  after  examining  them  with  care,  and  setting  them  side  by 
side  wiUi  all  the  various  alphabets  that  I  could  lay  hold  of.  On  looking  at  them, 
one  is  no  doubt  led  to  ask  how  it  is  possible  that  such  shallow  cuttings — such  mere 
scratches  as  some  of  them  are— could  endure  tiie  tear  and  wear  of  centuries  ?  There 
is  no  one  that  I  saw  cut  to  half  the  depth  of  the  letters  on  our  poorest  tomb-stone ; 
how  then  could  they  keep  their  edges,  or,  indeed,  be  preserved  from  total  erasure, 
say  for  a  thousand  years,  seeing  three  centuries  suffice  to  obliterate  the  records  of 
our  churchyards  ?  This  is,  however,  no  difficulty  at  all,  when  the  state  of  the  case 
is  looked  into.  Some  of  these  inscriptions,  for  instance,  are  on  grawUef  thongfa 
most  are  on  Mndttone,  yet  the  latter  are  in  as  good  a  state  of  preservation  as  the 
former,  so  that  the  hardness  of  the  stone  does  not  seem  to  be  an  element  in  the 
question  of  the  antiquity  of  the  graving ;  and  as  the  granite  inscriptions  of  Egypt* 
even  in  their  minutest  and  most  casiuil  scratches,  have  stood  perhaps  four  thousand 
years,  no  argument  against  the  antiquity  of  such  oriental  carvings  can  be  founded 
on  their  liability  to  erasure.  Indeed,  nothing  of  this  kind,  either  in  Egypt  or  the 
desert,  can  be  erased,  save  by  violence.  It  is  the  united  action  of  frost  and  damp 
that  crumbles  our  northern  rocks  and  effaces  our  inscriptions.  These  influences  do 
not  exist  in  the  desert,  or  at  least  to  so  small  an  extent  as  to  be  imperceptible  in 
their  results.  No  doubt  there  is  occasionally,  though  rarely,  frost  during  the  night; 
but  it  is  slight,  and  then  it  is  in  an  atmosphere  thoroughly  dry,  and  among  rocks 
not  saturated  with  perpetual  moisture.  The  winter  torrents,  it  is  true,  run  down 
with  wasting  fury ;  but  they  pass  off  speedily,  and  leave  the  air  as  dry  as  before. 
Scratch  your  name  with  your  penknife  upon  the  sandstone  of  Wady  Mukatteb,  and 
it  will  remain  for  centuries  as  perfect  as  on  the  day  you  carved  it.  We  know,  from 
the  testimony  of  Cosmas  in  the  sixth  century,  that  these  inscriptions  have  already 
lasted  twelve  centuries,  which  is  quite  a  sufficient  time  to  test  their  durability.  ^^ 
know,  moreover,  that  in  the  adjoining  wady  there  are  Egyptian  inscriptions  in  hiero- 
glyphics on  similar  sandstone,  which  are,  beyond  doubt,  of  the  age  of  the  Pharaohs : 
so  that,  if  a  hieroglyphical  inscription  in  Wady  Magharah  has  stood  the  waste  of 
four  thousand  years,  there  is  no  physical  reason  why  an  alphabetical  one  in  Wady 
Mukatteb  should  not  be  equally  enduring." 
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Travels  and  Researches  in  ChaldoMi  and  Susiana.    By  W.  K.  Loptus, 
F.G.S.     London:  Nisbet.     1857.     8vo.  pp. 

We  are  glad  to  see  Mr.  Loftus  in  print,  and  in  a  volome  so  handsome 
as  the  one  before  us.  The  discoveries  of  Layard  and  Rawlinson  were 
80  astounding  that  there  has  been  danger  of  their  names  overshadowing 
those  of  their  colleagues  and  successors;  an  event  which  could  not  have 
happened  without  great  injustice  to  Mr.  Loftus.  That  gentleman  was 
appointed  geologist  to  the  expedition  sent  out  to  survey  the  Turco- 
Persian  frontier  under  Colonel  Williams,  now  so  celebrated  in  connexion 
with  Ears.  Four  years  were  spent  in  that  connexion,  and  in  that 
period  Mr.  Loftus  visited  the  ruins  of  Susa,  the  '^  Shushan  the  palace" 
of  Daniel ;  and  also  those  of  Warka,  in  Southern  Babylonia.  Two 
years  afterwards  he  was  employed  in  the  East  by  the  Assyrian  Exca- 
vation Society,  and  while  thus  engaged  he  made  some  of  the  discoveries 
which  are  treated  of  in  this  volume.  We  cordially  recommend  it  to 
all  our  readers,  and  wish  we  had  a  better  opportunity  of  describing  its 
contents.  Our  extracts,  however,  will  sufficiently  prove  that  the 
interest  of  the  book  cannot  well  be  overrated.  Mr.  Loftus  thus  de- 
scribes the  emotions  produced  by  the  first  sight  of  the  ruins  of  Chal- 
d«a: — 

'*  I  know  nothing  more  exciting  or  impressive  than  the  first  sight  of  one  of  those 
great  Chaldsean  piles  looming  in  solitary  grandeur  from  the  surrounding  plains  or 
marshes.  A  thousand  thoughts  and  surmises  concerning  its  past  eventful  history  and 
origin,  its  gradual  rise  and  rapid  fall,  naturally  present  themselves  to  the  mind  of  the 
spectator.  The  hazy  atmosphere  of  early  morning  is  peculiarly  favourable  to  consi- 
derations and  impressions  of  this  character,  and  the  grey  mist  intervening  between 
the  gazer  and  the  object  of  his  reflections  imparts  to  it  a  dreamy  existence.  This 
fairy-like  effect  is  far  heightened  by  mirage,  which  strangely  and  fancifully  alters  its 
form,  elevating  it  from  the  ground,  and  causing  it  to  dance  and  quiver  in  tiie  rarified 
tar.  No  wonder,  therefore,  that  the  beholder  is  lost  in  pleasing  doubt  as  to  the 
actual  reality  of  tiie  apparition  before  him." 

The  ruins  of  Warka  are  described  at  great  length :  the  following 
is  a  general  account  of  them  : — 

**  The  desolation  and  solitude  of  Warka  are  even  more  striking  than  the  scene 
which  is  presented  at  Babylon  itself.  There  is  no  life  for  miles  round.  No  river 
glides  in  grandeur  at  the  base  of  its  mounds;  no  green  date  groves  flourish  near  its 
ruins.  The  jackal  and  the  hyena  appear  to  shun  the  dull  aspect  of  its  tombs.  The 
king  of  burds  never  hovers  over  the  deserted  waste.  A  blade  of  grass  or  an  insect 
finds  no  eidstence  there.  The^shriveUed  lichen  alone,  clinging  to  the  weathered  sur- 
face  of  the  broken  brick,  seems  to  glory  in  its  universal  dominion  upon  those  barren 
walls.  Of  all  the  desolate  pictures  which  I  ever  beheld,  that  of  Warka  incomparably 
surpasses  alL  There  are,  it  is  true,  lofty  and  imposing  structures  towering  from  the 
surrounding  piles  of  earth,  sand,  and  broken  pottery ;  but  all  form  or  plan  is  lost  in 
masses  of  fallen  brickwork  and  rubbish.  These  only  serve  to  impress  the  mind  more 
fiilly  vrith  the  complete  ruin  and  desertion  which  have  overtaken  the  city.  Its  ancient 
name  even  is  lost  to  the  modem  tribes,  and  little  is  known  with  certainty  of  its  past 
history.  Nineveh,  Babylon  and  Susa  have  their  peculiar  traditions,  but  ancient  Warka 
and  its  sanctity  are  forgotten  as  though  they  had  possessed  no  previous  existence. 

"  Standing  upon  the  summit  of  the  principal  edifice,  called  the  Buwariyya,  in  the 
centre  of  the  ruins,  the  beholder  is  struck  with  astonishment  at  the  enormous  accu- 
muhition  of  mounds  and  ancient  relics  at  his  feet.  An  irregular  circle,  nearly  six 
miles  in  circumference,   ia  defined  by  the  traces  of  an  earthen  rampart ;  in  some 
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plAoei  forty  feet  high.  An  eitentt^e  platform  of  nndatoting  moands,  brown  and 
scorched  by  the  biuming  son,  and  cut  up  by  innttmerable  channels  and  raTineB,  ex- 
tends, in  a  general  direction  north  and  south,  almost  up  to  the  wall,  and  occupies  the 
greatest  part  of  the  enclosed  area.  As  at  Niffiur,  a  wide  channel  divides  the  platform 
into  two  unequal  parts,  which  vary  in  height  from  twenty  to  fifty  feet ;  upon  it  are 
situated  the  principal  edifices  of  Warluu  On  the  western  edge  of  the  northern  por- 
tion rise,  in  solemn  grandeur,  masses  of  bricks,  which  have  accamalated  around  the 
lower  stones  of  two  rectangular  buildings  and  their  various  oflk»s,  supposed  to  be 
temples,  or  periiaps  royal  tombs.  The  bleached  and  lichen-oovered  aspect  of  the  rar- 
faoe  attests  the  long  lapse  of  ages  which  has  passed  since  the  enterprising  hand  of 
man  reared  them  from  above  the  surrounding  level  desert.  Detached  from  the  prin- 
cipal mass  of  platform  are  several  irregularly-shaped  low  mounds,  between  it  and  the 
walls,  some  of  which  are  thickly  strewed  with  lumps  of  black  scoria,  as  though  build- 
ings on  their  summits  had  been  destroyed  by  fire.  At  the  extreme  north  of  the  plat- 
form, close  to  the  w^,  a  conical  mound  rears  its  head  from  the  surrounding  waste  of 
ruins — the  barrow  probably  of  some  ancient  Scyth.  Warka,  in  the  days  of  her 
greatness,  was  not',  however,  confined  within  the  limit  of  her  walls ;  her  suburbs  may 
be  traced  by  ruined  buildings,  mounds,  and  pottery,  folly  three  miles  beyond  the  ram- 
parts, into  the  eastern  desert.  Due  north,  at  the  distance  of  two  miles  from  the 
Buw&rfyya,  is  the  dome-shaped  pile  of  Nuflky)f,  which  rivals  the  central  ruin  itself  in 
height,  and  stands  the  advanced  guard  of  the  dty.  Near  it  several  smaller  barrows 
are  strewed  around  without  apparent  order  or  design.  On  the  north-east  is  another 
large  mound,  resembling,  but  smaller  than  Nuffayjf. 

**  Forlorn  splendour  and  unbroken  solitude  reign  undisturbed  on  the  ruins.  With 
the  exception  of  the  Tuweyba  tribe,  the  Arabs  shun  a  site  which  is  held  to  be  the 
abode  of  evil  spirits,  and  none  will  dare  to  pass  a  night  upon  the  doleful  spot." 

It  would  profitably  occupy  a  long  paper  to  enter  fully  into  the 
bearing  of  these  discoveries  on  ancient  history,  especially  in  relation 
to  the  Holy  Scriptures,  and  yre  hope  this  task  may  soon  be  performed 
in  our  pages. 


Commentary  on  the  Book  of  Joshua,  By  Earl  Friedrich  Keil, 
D.D.,  Ph.  D.,  Professor  of  Exegetical  Theology  and  the  Oriental 
Languages  in  the  University  of  Dorpat.  Translated  by  James 
Martin,  B.  A.,  Edinburgh.  Edinburgh :  T.  and  T.  Clark.  1857. 
8vo.     pp.  510. 

We  are  very  glad  that  the  Foreign  Theological  Library  has  made 
another  incursion  into  the  field  of  Old  Testament  interpretations,  and 
that  it  is  proposed  next  year  to  publish  Keil's  Commentary  on  Kings 
and  Chronicles.  We  have,  in  English,  far  too  few  works  on  the 
Hebrew  part  of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  and  an  amount  of  obscurity  rests 
upon  many  portions  of  them  which  a  careful  criticism  and  exegesis 
will  be  able  to  remove.  Dr.  Keil  enjoys  an  honourable  reputation  as 
a  learned,  judicious,  and  conservative  theologian,  and  valuable  as  the 
former  volumes  of  this  library  have  been,  his  commentaries  will  well 
sustain  the  interest  taken  in  it  by  biblical  students.  The  author  tlius 
alludes  to  his  design  in  the  preface  to  the  present  volume : — 

"  Within  a  very  short  space  of  time  works  have  been  published  upon  the  Book  of 
Joshua  by  both  Rosenmiiller  and  Maurer.  But  every  one  who  looks  upon  the  his- 
torical writings  of  the  Old  Testament  as  the  original  fountain  of  sacred  history,  con- 
taining the  records  of  the  mighty  works  which  God  performed  for  his  chosen  people, 


1857.]  Notices  of  Books.  221 

knows  well  how  unsatiBfiftctory  both  of  these  expositions  are  in  a  theolog;ical  point  of 
-view,  whilst  even  the  more  material  department  of  criticism  has  received  hut  little 
benefit  from  their  publication.  Moreover,  the  researches  of  Kobinson  which  have 
since  been  made  public,  are  in  themselves  sufficiently  important  to  rentier  another 
iF^ork  upon  Joshua  necessary.  And,  therefore,  no  preface  is  required  to  defend  the 
issue  of  a  commentary^  which  is  based  upon  the  acknowledgment  of  a  revelation  from 
God,  and  aims  at  a  careful  examination  of  every  work  of  merit  produced  by  earlier 
theologians,  or  resulting  from  modern  philological  and  archaeological  research.  The 
historical  books  of  the  Old  Testament  have  unfortunately  been  hitherto  too  much 
neglected ;  hence  every  one  who  endeavours  to  cultivate  this  department  of  labour, 
must  devote  the  greater  portion  of  his  attention  to  the  overthrow  of  current  opinions, 
which  are  not  only  false  and  whimsical,  but  diametrically  opposed  to  the  spirit  of 
biblical  revelation,  and  must  seek  to  refute  the  many  prevalent  errors  concerning  Old 
Testament  history  that  have  arisen  from  the  spiritless  manner  in  which  it  has  been 
handled.  At  the  same  time  he  can  only  expect  to  pave  the  way  for  a  complete  theo- 
logical and  ecclesiastical  exposition,  rather  than  to  bring  one  to  perfection.'' 

Some  time  last  year  we  inserted  a  paper  in  this  Journal  on  the 
punishment  of  Hiel,  the  rebuilder  of  Jerico,  and  we  tmned  with  some 
CTiriosity  to  see  how  Keil  views  the  subject.  We  find  he  adopts  the 
common  view,  which  we  think  cannot  be  sustained  by  a  close  and 
thoughtful  investigation  of  the  Hebrew  text.  We  will  give  part  of 
bis  remarks,  and  commend  the  whole  work  to  the  deserved  patronage 
of  our  readers  : — 

"  In  his  firstborn,  that  is,  at  the  cost  of  his  life.  3  denotes  the  price  at  which 
anything  is  procured  (see  Ewald  Lehrb,,  p.  413).  Most  commentators  suppose  the 
adjuration  to  mean  that  the  builder  of  the  city  would  suffer  the  loss  of  all  his  children, 
from  the  oldest  to  the  youngest,  in  connexion  with  its  restoration.  Seb.  Schmidt^  Cle^ 
ricus,  and  the  author  of  the  Exegeiical  Handbook,  stand  alone  in  their  opinion  that 
only  the  eldest  and  youngest  are  intended  as  being  the  most  valued  and  dear.  But  the 
former  explanation  is  evidently  more  in  harmony  with  the  poetico-rhythmical  style  of 
the  adjuration,  as  it  is  characteristic  of  this  style  to  select  certain  parts,  in  order  by 
the  parallelism  of  the  different  members  to  express  the  whole.  The  adjuration  is  ren- 
derc^  very  insipid  by  the  paraphrase  of  Clericua, — '  Let  the  commencement  and 
termination  of  the  whole  affau-  be  associated  with  the  greatest  misfortunes.'  The 
rationalists  go  still  further,  and  either  deny  altogether  that  Joshua  uttered  such  an 
adjuration  fHasseJ,  or  question  its  having  been  uttered  in  the  form  given  here 
{Paulusj  Maurer,  and  others).''  ^ 


A  Commentary^  eocpository  and  practical^  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews. 
By  Alexander  S.  Pat-terson,  Minister  of  Hutchesontown  Free 
Church,  Glasgow.  Edinburgh :  T.  and  T.  Clark.  1856.  8vo. 
pp.  572. 

While  so  many  works  relating  to  the  criticism  and  interpretation 
of  the  New  Testamentare  published  for  scholars,  it  is  to  be  regretted 
that  so  few  have  appeared  adapted  to  plain,  sensible  Christians.  Of 
books  professing  to  be  comments  there  are  far  too  many,  since  they 
reiterate  old  truisms,  leave  difficulties  in  greater  gloom  than  they  found 
them,  and  use  Holy  Writ  to  bolster  up  the  varying  schools  of  religious 
dogmatism  to  which  their  writers  belong.  No  department  of  our 
labours  is  so  painful  to  us  as  the  attention  we  are  compelled  to  give  to 
such  works,  in  which  what  is  good  is  old,  and  what  is  new  is  nothing 
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worth.  The  Engtish  mind  would  take  in  a  theology  pure  and  reason- 
able if  presented  to  it ;  and  it  is  to  be  lamented  that  so  much  calls  for 
its  attention  in  the  way  of  biblical  comment,  which  is  calculated  to 
foster  prejudice,  and  to  retail  to  the  unsuspecting  the  ignorant  assump- 
tion of  its  authors. 

Mr.  Patterson's  handsome  volume  consists  of  matter  which  has, 
for  the  greater  part,  been  presented  to  a  congregation  from  the  pulpit, 
and  it  therefore  aims  at  a  certain  popular  style  adapted  to  such  a 
purpose.     He  says : — 

''  It  is  in  accordance  with  the  suggestion  of  friends,  and  at  the  solidtatioB  of  an 
intelligent  and  esteemed  member  of  my  congr^s*^ion,.that  I  have  consented  to  publish 
on  this  noble  book  of  the  New  Testament.  I  recently  lectured  on  it  in  the  coime  of 
my  ordinary  ministrationSt  and  the  commentary  which  I  now  permit  to  see  the  light 
isy  to  a  great  extent,  the  Bubstance  of  what  was  addressed  from  week  to  week  to  my 
own  flock.  Into  the  printed  woric,  however,  I  have  considered  it  reasonable  and  right 
to  introduce  a  £nr  short  critical  discussions,  which  would  have  been  out  of  place  in 
the  pulpit." 

In  this  manner  the  author  has  produced  a  very  sound  and  inter- 
esting exposition,  which  may  be  profitably  read  by  plain  Christiflns. 
At  the  same  time,  without  loading  the  pages  with  learned  matter,  it  is 
introduced  where  needed,  and  often  with  excellent  effect.  We  probably 
cannot  do  better  than  quote  a  passage  of  this  kind,  as  conveying  to 
others  what  may  be  looked  for  in  Mr.  Patterson's  volume : — 

*'  In  the  expression  rendered,  '  Lest  at  any  time  we  should  let  them  slip  "  (M 
irore  xap€i^vwn€r),  there  seems  to  be  an  allusion  to  water.  The  Greek  verb  em- 
ployed unquestionably  means,  in  its  strict  and  proper  sense,  to  Jtowpast,  or  to  fiw 
away,  A  few  interpreters,  however,  retaining  the  reference  to  a  flowing  liquid,  have 
forced  upon  the  word,  in  the  present  case,  the  meaning  to  suffer  to  flow  away,  or  to 
flow  past ;  understanding  by  the  object  in  motion,  not  the  hearer,  but  '  the  things 
which  he  has  heard/  Now  it  is  very  true  that  truth  or  sacred  doctrine  is  occasionallf 
compared  in  Scripture  to  water ;  as,  for  example,  in  Deut.  xxxii.  2  : — *■  My  doctrine 
shall  drop  as  the  rain,  and  my  speech  shall  distil  as  the  dew.'  Moreover,  there  are 
instances  in  Greek  writers — for  example,  Ludan,  Z>m«.  cum  Hesiod, ;  Origen,  Conira 
Cebum — of  the  verb  here  used  being  employed  to  denote  the  passing  away  of  obj^ 
from  the  mind ;  and  Quinctilian,  xi.  2,  makes  the  same  application  of  the  correspon<ling 
Latin  word  praterfluat,  and  Cicero,  De  Orat.,  ii.  25,  of  the  similar  word  prater- 
labitur.  But  still,  it  is  neither  necessary  nor  reasonable,  when  the  uominative  to  the 
verb  is  the  persons  here  addressed,  and  not  Uhe  things  which  they  had  hesrd,'  to 
suppose  it  is  to  the  latter  and  not  to  the  former  that  the  figurative  idea  of  flowing 
past,  or  flowing  away,  is  attached.  It  remains,  however,  to  be  determined  what  is  meant 
by  a  person  or  persons  flowing  away  or  flowing  past.  Destruction  is  the  idea  which 
some  suppose  to  be  expresaed—forgetfulnesSf  or  neglect ,  is  that  which  others  assodate 
with  the  word.  In  ver.  2—4,  which  are  so  intimately  connected  with  the  present, 
both  ideas  are  set  forth,  and  thus,  in  these  verses  there  is  nothing  which  absolntely 
determines  the  question.  But  surely,  considering  that  to  flow  past  or  away  does  M 
in  the  thing  itself,  and  as  a  matter  of  course,  involve  destruction,  and  may  be  even 
identified  with  good,  it  is  better  to  understand  the  idea  of  neglect  or  disregard  as  here 
associated  with  the  *  things  which  had  been  heard,'  and  the  import  of  the  whole 
expression  to  be  what  is  so  forcibly  expressed  in  the  English  version — '  Lest  at  any 
time  we  should  let  them  slip.'  Such  too  is  probably  the  meaning  of  the  word  in  the 
Septuagint  translation  of  Prov.  iii.  21  (di^,  fiii  irapafpvpSt  Tfipricrov  8^  c/u^  jSot/A^ 
Kcd  twouuf),  a  text  which  it  is  not  improbable  that  the  sacred  writer  had,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  in  bis  eye." 
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The  Words  of  the  Lord  Jesus.  By  Rudolf  Stier,  Doctor  of  Theology, 
Chief  Pastor  and  Superintendent  of  Schkeuditz.  Vol.  VI.  Trans- 
lated from  the  second  revised  and  enlarged  German  edition,  by  the 
Rev.  W.  B.  Pope,  HuU.  Edinburgh :  T.  and  T.  Clark.  1857. 
8vo.     pp.  526. 

This  volume  embraces  the  greater  part  of  the  Gospel  of  St.  John,  in- 
cluding our  Lord's  Prayer  in  the  seventeenth  chapter,  and  conveys, 
we  think,  a  finer  idea  of  Stier' s  manner  than  any  former  part  of  the 
work.  This  was  probably  to  be  expected,  as  the  speeches  of  our  Lord 
recorded  by  the  beloved  disciple  alone,  are  of  such  great  beauty  and 
interest,  and  have  less  to  interrupt  the  calmer  and  spiritual  considera- 
tin  of  them  than  is  the  case  with  the  varying  accounts  of  the  synop- 
tical Gospels.  Two  more  volimies  will  complete  the  work,  and  English 
students  will  then  have  a  comment  which  is  unique  in  its  fine  and  devout 
appreciation  of  the  finer  relations  of  our  Lord's  discourses,  and  which, 
while  open  to  much  criticism,  will  remain  as  an  enduring  monument  of 
the  sacred  skill  of  the  author. 


The  Typology  of  Scripture,  viewed  in  connection  with  the  entire  scheme 
of  the  Divine  Dispensations.  By  Patrick  Fairbairn,  D.D., 
Professor  of  Divinity,  Free  Church  College,.  Glasgow.  Third 
edition,  2  vols.   Edinburgh:  T.  and  T.  Clark.    1857.   8vo.  pp.978. 

This  work  has  been  noticed  twice  before  in  our  pages,  and  we  need 
only  intimate  that  a  third  edition  of  it  is  now  in  our  hands — a  sufficient 
intimation  that  the  religious  public  has  appreciated  Dr.  Fairbairn's 
labours.  He  will  have  done  great  good  if  he  has  only  superseded  the 
cumbrous  and  unscientific  works  on  the  types,  in  which  some  of  our 
forefathers  delighted. 

David,  King  of  Israel :  the  Divine  Plan  and  Lessons  of  his  Life,  By 
the  Rev.  William  Garden  Blaikie,  A.M.  London :  Hamilton 
and  Co.     1856.     12mo.     pp.  448. 

Mr.  Blaikie  has  done  more  for  the  life  of  David  than  has  been  effiected 
in  modem  times,  to  place  his  character  in  its  right  position  with  respect 
to  the  divinity  of  the  Old  Testament  dispensation.  He  is  somewhat 
fettered  by  a  school  of  theology,  but  this  is  far  preferable  to  a  latitu- 
dinarian  licence.  His  aim,  he  tells  us,  is  threefold :  1.  To  give  an 
aspect  of  unity  to  David's  life,  considering  him  as  an  instrument  in  the 
hand  of  God  for  high  and  holy  purposes.  2.  To  present  the  various 
aspects  of  his  character,  as  the  ruler,  the  psalmist,  and  the  type  of 
Christ.  3.  To  vivify  the  scenes  of  his  life,  partly  by  descriptions  of 
the  scenery  and  manners  of  his  country,  and  partly  by  making  his 
outer  life  delineated  in  the  history,  and  his  inner  life  delineated  in  some 
of  his  psalms,  throw  light  upon  each  other. 
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The  History  and  Sacred  (Mgatum  of  the  Sabbath^  and  the  close  Con- 
nexion of  its  due  Observance  with  our  Social  and  National  Well- 
being.     By  S.  N.  KiNGDON,  B.D.,  Vicar  of  Bridgerule,  and  late 
Fellow  of  Sidney  Sussex  College,  Cambridge.     London :  Seeleys. 
1856.     18mO)  pp.  131. 
While  so  much  is  being  done  in  yarioos  ways  to  weaken  religions 
principles  in  the  people  at  large,  it  is  a  pleasing  and  hopeful  fact  that 
the  clergy  of  Great  Britain  have  both  the  opportunity  and  the  inclina- 
tion to  check  the  torrent,  and  to  arouse  the  public  mind  to  the  value  of 
sacred  ordinances.     Mr.  Kingdon  has  done  his  part  well,  by  the  publi- 
cation of  this  little  volume,  which  we.  hope  will  gain  a  wide  circulation. 
His  object  is  well  stated  in  a  short  preface  to  be 

**  To  give  a  brief  sammaiy  of  the  history  of  Sabbath  obaenraaoe,  both  in  the 
Jewish  and  Christian  churches — ^to  present  argnments  £rom  Scriptore  in  fiivour  of  its 
sacred  and  anivenal  obligation — ^to  shew  that  the  change  of  obsenrance  from  the 
seventh  day  of  the  week  to  the  first  was  an  obtioos  and  incumbent  duty — to  make  a 
few  practial  remariis  on  the  present  observance  of  the  Sabbath  and  its  contrast  with 
the  past — and  generally  to  point  out  the  vast  importance  of  duly  honouring  the  fourth 
commandment,  to  our  national  and  social  well-being.  In  sending  his  little  work  to 
the  press,  the  Author  fervently  hopes  that  it  may  tend  to  the  better  fulfilment  of  the 
precept, '  Fear  God,  and  keep  his  commandments.' " 

The  historical  particulars  given  by  Mr.  Elingdon  are  lucidly  arranged, 
and  will  be  found  of  great  interest  by  young  persons.  Probably  they 
will  do  more  good  than  the  abstract  arguments  so  oflen  brought  forward 
on  the  subject.  A  devout  spirit  runs  all  through  the  work,  and  an 
earnest  sense  of  the  importance  of  Simday  observance  to  the  happiness 
of  the  people. 

"  There  is  only  one  way  for  Chiistian  legislators  to  do  well,  and  that  is,  to  be 
iluthful  to  their  God.  If  th^r  will  not  honour  God,  their  wisdom  will  be  turned  into 
folly,  their  strength  into  weakness.  The  wrong,  too,  to  their  fellow  men,  by  their 
encouragement  of  Sunday  license,  is  only  less  than  the  afiOront  offered  to  the  Throne 
of  Heaven.  It  has  been  powerfolly  shewn  that  every  grant  of  facilities  for  Sunday 
pleasure  and  amusement  entails  a  coresponding  amount  of  Sunday  hardship  and  con- 
finement ;  that  if  gratification  be  put  within  reach  of  some,  others  must  be  the  victims 
of  that  gratification.  Nor  let  statesmen  prove  the  fisllacy  of  doing  good  to  the  poor 
man.  Let  them  be  assured  that  there  is  One  above  who  cares  for  the  poor  man  even 
more  than  they,  and  knows  even  more  than  they,  what  is  for  his  welfare.  And  he 
says,  *  Remember  the  Sabbath  day  to  keep  it  holy.'  It  will  be  a  safer  and  holier 
effort  of  their  legislation  to  endeavour  to  bring  the  British  code  into  harmony  vrith  the 
immutable  laws  of  Him  who  ruleth  over  all.  The  good  of  all  lands  will  applaud  this 
effort,  and  vrill  assist  it  by  their  sympathies  and  their  prayers.  And  thus  England 
shall  take,  even  yet,  a  higher  position  than  she  has  done  heretofore,  in  blessing  and 
being  blessed  among  the  kingdoms  of  the  earth;  for  the  Eternal  himself  vrill  accord 
that  &vour  which  ever  attaches  to  those  who  '  fear  God  and  keep  his  command- 
ments.' " 


Helps  to  Truth-seekers  ;  or^  Christtaniiy  and  Scepticism.  An  Exposi- 
tion and  a  Defence.  By  the  Rev.  Joseph  Parker,  Banbury. 
London :  Judd  and  Glass.     1857.     12mo,  pp.  260. 

While  it  is  to  be  lamented  that  so  many  persons  seem  either  indifferent 
to  the  objective  truth  of  Divine  revelation,  or  to  be  zealous  in  quibbling 
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with  or  denying  it,  it  is  a  source  of  gratification  that  so  many  efforts 
are  made  to  counteract  such  a  spirit,  both  by  arousing  the  negligent 
and  confounding  the  sceptic.  Mr.  Parker  seems  to  have  had  much 
experience  of  the  "ways"  of  theoretical  and  practical  infidelity,  and 
grapples  with  them  in  an  earnest  and  thoughtftd  manner.  His  work 
is  also  well  adapted  to  confirm  in  the  faith  those  who,  by  intercourse 
with  sceptical  books  and  men,  are  troubled  with  doubts  they  would 
gladly  dispel,  and  difficulties  they  wish  to  solve.  The  following  ques- 
tions especially  are  discussed  in  a  learned  and  impressive  manner  : — 
Is  the  Bible  divine  ?  Is  Christianity  firom  God  ?  and.  The  nature  of 
divine  mysteries.  We  recommend  the  volume  to  all  who  are  called 
upon  to  combat  infidel  objections  either  in  themselves  or  others. 


PtecuTBors  of  Knox :  Patrick  Hamilton,  the  First  Preacher  and  Martyr 
of  the  Scottish  Reformation,  An  Historical  Biography,  collected 
from  original  sources  ;  including  a  mew  of  HamiUon\s  influence  upon 
the  Reformation  down  to  the  time  of  George  Wishart.  With  an 
Appendix  of  original  Letters  and  other  papers.  By  the  Rev.  Peteb 
LoRiMEE,  Edinburgh:  Constable  and  Co.  Fcap.  8vo,  pp.  xvi., 
268. 

Theke  is  something  extremely  interesting  in  bringing  to  light  the 
characters  and  deeds  of  men  who  have  taken  a  really  useful  part  in  the 
contests  of  their  age,  and  yet  have  been  overshadowed  by  the  influence 
of  greater  names.  Professor  Lorimer  has  done  this  service  for  some 
who  preceded  Knox  in  efforts  to  combat  the  Papacy,  and  has  expended 
a  great  deal  of  research  in  order  to  clear  up  obscurities,  and  to  present 
the  character  of  his  hero  in  a  fair  light.  He  proposes  to  treat  in  the 
same  manner  Alexander  Alain,  and  Sir  David  Lindsay  of  the  Mount, 
and  when  his  task  is  done  he  will  have  contributed  some  important 
materials  to  Scottish  Church  History. 


77ie  Large-Print  Paragraph  Bible,  in  separate  Books,     Isaiah,     Lon- 
don :  Bagsters.     1857.     12mo,  pp.  132. 

This  useful  edition  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  is  fast  advancing  to  com- 
pletion, fourteen  separate  volumes  or  books  having  already  appeared. 
As  the  work  has  proceeded  we  have  been  much  impressed  with  its 
value  in  many  ways  which  did  not  at  first  appear  ;  such  as  the  great 
convenience  of  the  type  to  persons  of  weak  sight,  and  of  the  lightness 
of  the  parts  to  persons  confined  to  their  bed  by  sickness.  We  think 
that  Messrs.  Bagster  are  the  only  persons  who  have  turned  the  contro- 
versy respecting  the  English  Bible  to  practical  purposes,  and  we  tender 
them  our  thanks,  and  warmly  recommend  these  elegant  volumes  to  our 
readers. 

The  subsidiary  matter  given  in  each  part  is  unpretending,  yet  very 
useful.  This  edition  of  Isaiah  has  four  beautiful  though  diminutive 
maps,  viz.,  of  Nineveh,  Babylon,  Memphis,  and  Thebes.    A  short  Pre- 
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fiice  gives  some  important  particulara  respecting  the  prophet  and  his 
writings,  and  an  Index  of  subjects  directs  to  every  topic  which  is  likely 
to  be  sought  for.   The  other  portions  are  illustrated  in  a  similar  manner. 


The  Commentary  wholly  Biblical;  an  Exposition  of  the  Old  and  New 
Testaments  in  the  very  words  of  Scripture,  In  Monthly  Parts 
at  2s.  6d.     Part  V.     London :  Bagsters.     1857.     4to,  pp.  80. 

This  Part  contains  parts  of  Exodus,  the  Psalms,  and  the  Gospels,  as 
the  work  gives  the  Old  and  New  Testaments  simultaneously.  As  &r 
as  we  have  yet  seen,  the  Biblical  Comment  is  judiciously  constructed : 
presenting  a  fair  and  unbiassed  relation  of  the  illustrative  passages  to 
the  text.  The  page  is  very  clearly  arranged ;  and  as  a  work  of  refer- 
ence it  will  be  very  acceptable  to  students  of  the  Bible. 


1.  The  Rule  and  Exercises  of  Holy  Living.  2.  The  Rule  and  Exer- 
cises of  Holy  Dying.  By  Jeremy  Taylor,  D.D.  Oxford  and 
London:  Parkers.     1857.     18mo. 

These  are  very  beautiful  reprints  of  Bishop  Taylor's  devotional  works, 
printed  with  the  paper  ruled  with  red,  and  with  many  elegant  ornaments 
at  the  beginning  and  close  of  the  chapters.  The  works  are  unabridged, 
with  the  exception  of  some  of  the  classical  quotations. 


Passion   Week.      With  Illustrations  by  Albert   Durer.      London: 
BeU  and  Daldy.     1857.     Small  4to,  pp.  186. 

The  great  attraction  of  this  volume  will  be  the  Engravings  from 
Albert  Durer,  which  are  here  fSedthfully  reproduced,  with  all  the  ex- 
pressive and  homely  roughness  of  the  originals.  The  literary  part  is 
a  compilation,  in  prose  and  verse,  of  striking  passages  relating  to  our 
Lord's  sufferings.     It  is  a  very  attractive  book  of  devotional  literature. 


1.  The  Beauty  of  HoUness^  illustrated  by  Two  Thousand  Reflective 
Passages  selected  for  Meditation  from  the  Sacred  Writings.  By 
the  Editors  of  a  new  Anthology  of  Sacred  Verse,  entitled  "  Songs 
of  the  Soul."  Second  Edition.  London :  William  White,  North 
Audley  Street.     1857.     18mo,  pp.  550. 

2.  Songs  of  the  Soul,  derived  from  the  Writings  of  British^  Continental, 

and  Transatlantic  Authors,  Ancient  and  Modem.  Collected  and 
Arranged  by  the  Compilers  of  "Truths  Illustrated  by  Great 
Authors,"  ete.     London :  W.  White.     1856.     18mo,  pp.  638. 

3.  Truths  Illustrated  by  Great  Authors :  a  Dictionary  of  nearly  Four 

Thousand  Aids  to  Reflection,  Quotations  of  Maxims,  Metaphors, 
Counsels,  Cautions,  Aphorisms,  Proverbs,  etc.,  etc.^  in  Prose  and 
Verse.     Compiled  from  Shakespeare  and  other  great  writers,  from 
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the  earliest  ages  to  the' present  time.     Seventh  Edition.     London : 
W.  White.     1855.     18mo,  pp.  56.8. 

We  like^  if  possible,  to  present  to  our  readers  in  every  number  some 
works  of  a  religious  and  moral  kind  which  may  be  found  usefiil  in 
families,  or  as  presents  to  young  persons.  The  three  volumes  we  have 
arranged  above  are  published  uniformly,  printed  with  great  taste  and 
beauty,  and  bound  in  an  antique  and  handsome  manner.  The  titles  are 
expressive,  but  they  give  a  very  inadequate  idea  of  the  value  of  the 
contents,  and  we  shall  therefore  briefly  describe  them. 

The  Beauty  of  Holiness  arranges  impressive  passages  of  Holy 
Scripture  under  fifty-six  heads,  such  as  Affliction,  Call  to  Heaven, 
Conscience,  Government  of  the  Tongue,  Reputation,  Wisdom.  It 
might  be  thought  at  first  sight  that  those  who  possess  a  Bible  do  not 
need  to  have  its  contents  selected  and  arranged ;  but  it  will  appear  on 
a  little  thought  that  Scripture  beauties  are  very  likely  to  be  neglected 
when  they  are  only  brought  before  us  in  the  form  to  which  we  have 
been  accustomed  in  infimcy.  The  starry  heavens  are  beautifiil  as  a 
whole ;  but  to  be  impressed  with  the  individual  loveliness  of  Jupiter  or 
Venus,  for  instance,  we  must  separate  them  and  view  them  alone. 

Songs  of  the  Soul  contains  an  immense  number  of  pieces,  English 
and  Foreign,  Ancient  and  Modern.  Of  the  utility  of  such  compila- 
tions the  Editors  say :  *'  Such  collections,  from  time  to  time,  of  the 
wide-spread  thoughts  emanating  from  those  stars  that  have  lit  the 
earth  for  the  short  period  allowed  to  human  existence,  have  an  unques- 
tionably good  tendency,  as  shewing  that  the  aspirations  of  the  best  of 
our  fellow- sojourners  here  are  one  and  the  same.  The  unity  displayed 
in  the  Thought  of  the  present  volume  will  strike  the  reader  as  illus- 
trating this  simple  yet  great  and  sublime  fact." 

We  confess  that  Truths  Illustrated  hy  Great  Authors  strikes  us  as 
being  the  most  v^efid  production  of  the  three,  because  it  is  calculated 
to  assist  a  literary  man  in  those  toils  of  which  the  improhus  labor  of 
mere  research  for  materials  is  not  the  least.  What  is  more  telling  than 
an  apt  quotation  from  some  recognized  master-piece  ?  Yet  how  dif- 
ficult is  it  to  cudgel  the  memory  to  give  up  what  we  want.  In  this 
work  some  thousands  of  topics  alphabetically  arranged,  are  illustrated 
by  the  sentiments  of  renowned  writers,  our  own  Shakespeare  having 
the  chief  place.  We  need  say  no  more  to  convince  the  readers  of  this 
Journal  of  the  value  of  these  interesting  books. 


Flowers  of  Friendsh^ :  Original  and  selected  Poems  on  Ihe  subject  of 
Christian  Friendship;  from  its  Springtide  to  its  Consummation, 
By  J.  Fredebic  Thorpe,  Theological  Associate  of  King's  College, 
London,  and  Chaplain  to  the  Co^eath  Union,  Maidstone.  Lon- 
don :  Judd  and  Glass.     1857.     Small  4to,  pp.  288. 

The  editor  of  this  volume  says  :   "  Whether  in  this  matter-of-fact  age 
these  poems  will  be  thought  romantic,  I  cannot  tell.     To  me  they  ex- 
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press  genuine  feelings  of  tbe  hearty  couched  it  may  be  in  unequ&l 
stanzas,  but  yet  able  perhaps  to  awaken  some  response  in  the  hearts 
of  others.  It  will  be  perceived  that  the  scheme  is  to  trace  friendship 
from  its  rise  and  springtide  through  its  various  phases,  aspects,  and 
bearings,  to  its  consummation  in  his  presence  who  calls  us  ^  not  ser- 
vants, but  friends.'  I  commend  the  book  to  kindred  spirits,  in  the 
hope  that  they  will  derive  some  of  that  pleasure  from  its  perusal  which 
I  have  myself  derived  from  its  compilation."  No  apologies  are  needed 
for  the  incurring  of  a  task  the  completion  of  which  must  confer  so  much 
pleasure  and  afford  so  much  profit.  The  gems  of  poetry  are  of  the  first 
water,  and  the  setting,  in  the  typographical  arrangements  of  the  book, 
is  worthy  of  them. 

Our  Christian  CUxssics :  readings  from  the  best  Dimnes,     Nos.  1,  2,  3. 
London  :  Nisbet.     Published  monthly.     12mo.,  pp.  72. 

If  well  carried  out,  this  publication  will  be  of  great  utility,  taking 
our  young  people,  as  it  is  able  to  do,  to  the  gentle  streams  of  our  first 
religious  literature,  which  probably  have  never  b^n  exceeded  in  the 
depth  of  their  waters.  Theologians  and  poets,  historians  and  philoso- 
phers, here  combine  to  form  a  fasciculus  of  pleasant  readings. 
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BiBUCAJ.  Revibion. — This  sabject  still  Gontinues  to  excite  much  attention, 
and  to  call  forth  many  publications,  from  letters  in  newspapers,  to  pamphlets 
and  volumes.  From  the  mass  of  materials  brought  before  us  we  select  the 
following,  in  addition  to  the  reviews  of  books  on  the  subject,  before  given. 

Jewish  Notions  on  Biblical,  Revision. — "  The  agitation  for  the  revision  of  the 
common  version  of  the  Bible  is  daily  gaining  more  and  more  consistency,  and 
assuming  proportions  which  bid  fair  to  give  it  the  character  of  a  national 
movement.  Its  very  defenders  cease  to  found  their  opposition  on  principle,  but, 
plead  the  inexpediency  of  an  alteration  as  the  reason  of  their  antagonism.  It 
is  not  maintained  that  the  version  is  free  from  glaring  defects,  and  not  suscep- 
tible of  material  improvements,  but  it  is  urged  that  any  alteration  mi^ht 
unsettle  the  national  mind  as  well  as  the  arrangements  of  the  Bible  Societies, 
and  the  parties  now  enjoying  the  monopoly  of  publishing  the  Scriptures  such 
as  produced  by  the  translators  of  King  James.  The  dut^  of  presenting  the 
Word  of  God  to  the  people  in  the  most  acceptable  garb,  of  giving  the  nation  the 
advantage  of  the  lucubrations  of  scholars  within  the  last  two  hundred  and  - 
ninety  years  not  less  distinguished  for  the  progress  made  in  biblical  than  in 
secular  knowledge,  the  duty  of  exhibiting  truth  to  the  masses  in  as  far  as  its 
lineaments  have  as  yet  been  discerned,  is  as  nothing  in  the  balance  of  these 
objectors  if  weighed  against  interested  motives,  narrow-minded  bigotry,  and 
prejudice.  To  whatever  length  of  time  the  contest  may  be  protracted,  there 
can  yet  be  no  doubt  of  the  issue.  The  very  fact,  that  the  Times  found  it 
necessary  openly  to  wage  war  against  the  movement,  whilst,  some  time  ago,  it 
only  betrayed  its  bias  by  refusing  insertion  to  articles  of  very  eminent  Hebrew 
scholars  argpiing  for  the  necessity  of  a  revision,  at  the  time  that  it  opened  its 
columns  to  effusions  of  an  opposite  tendency,  emanating  from  a  popular 
preacher  notoriously  unacquainted  with  Eastern  languages,  shews  that  the 
agitation  is  gaining  ground,  and  that  so  soon  as  it  shall  be  on  the  point  of  being 
successful,  the  thunderer,  as  is  his  wont,  will  join  the  victorious,  and  turn  his 
formidable  missiles  against  the  retreating  foe.  It  cannot  but  be  expedient  that 
the  community  should  endeavour  to  render  clear  to  itself  the  position  which  it 
occupies  in  reference  to  the  question  amidst  the  contending  parties,  and  it  is 
the  elucidation  of  this  subject  to  which  we  shall  devote  a  few  lines. 

"  The  interest  of  our  co-religionists  in  the  question  can  only  be  of  an  abstract 
character.  Never  has  Israel  received,  and  never  can  it  admit  any  standard 
save  the  original  text.  No  translation  of  the  Bible,  whatever  its  merits,  can 
supersede  the  public  readings  of  the  Hebrew  in  the  synagogues ;  nor  could  the 
decision  of  any  religious  question  be  based  upon  any  other  text  save  that  of  the 
original.  The  preacher,  and  religious  teacher  too,  must  at  all  times  be  at  liberty 
to  give  their  version  of  any  portion  of  the  Bible,  without  being  bound  by  any 
translation;  nor  can  a  Jew  admit  any  theological  argument  unless  founded 
upon  the  original,  although  it  may  be  useful  to  the  community,  for  the  sake  of 
reference  and  the  purposes  of  instruction,  to  possess  a  version  conceived  and 
executed  in  a  Jewish  spirit.  This  view  is  one  which  has  been  held  by  the 
Israelites  from  the  most  ancient  times — constituting  one  of  the  sheet-anchors  of 
Judaism.  Had  not  Israel  at  all  times  so  steadfastly  adhered  to  this  principle, 
had  it  ever  admitted  any  of  the  authorized  versions,  be  they  of  ancient  or 
modem  times,  the  errors  of  Christianity  would  have  tainted  Judaism.  Were  it 
our  province  to  do  so,  we  should  find  little  difficulty  in  tracing  the  origin  of 
uiany  of  the  erroneous  doctrines  taught  by  Christianity  to  the  substitution  of 
authorized  versions — principally  the  Septuagint  and  the  Vulgate — for  the 
original    Most  quotations  in  the  Gospels  which  have  given  rise  to  many 
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regreUble  ChrUtian  doctrines  ar«  cited  from  the  Greek,  not  the  Hebrew  text; 
and  many  of  the  Bnbseqaent  errors  originated  in  the  readings  of  the  Latin 
Yersions.  What,  under  special  Providence,  has  protected  Judaism  from  the 
intrusion  of  manj  of  the  pagan  elements  of  Christianity  is  Israel's  firm  adhe- 
rence to  the  Word  of  God  m  its  purity,  as  it  emanated  from  the  prophets,  and 
not  as  it  was  represented  by  those  who  either  would  or  could  not  have  recourse 
to  the  original.  Least  of  all  could  Israel  receive  any  version  executed  for  a 
Christian  people.  To  whatever  results  philological  and  critical  studies  may  lead 
a  Hebrew  scholar,  however  convinced  ne  may  be  of  certain  mistranslations,  if 
the  version  in  which  he  may  be  engaged  be  destined  for  a  Christian  community, 
he  dare  not  follow  his  own  convictions ;  he  is  obliged  to  discard  them,  and  to 
adopt  instead  those  of  the  writers  of  the  Gospels,  who,  mostly  unlettered,  either 
did  not  understand  the  Hebrew,  or  gave,  for  some  reason  or  other,  the  preference 
to  the  erroneous  renderings  of  the  Septuagint.  What  Christian  divine,  for 
instance,  would  dare  transbte  Isaiah  vii.  14,  or  zl.  3,  as  Dr.  Benisch  has  done 
in  his  version,  although,  on  philological  and  critical  grounds,  no  one  would 
undertake  to  impugn  the  correctness  of  that  rendering.  We  think  we  have  said 
enough  to  shew  why  the  interest  of  the  community  in  the  movement  can  only 
be  of  an  abstract  character.  And  yet  the  agitation  will  not  fail  in  producing 
results  which  cannot  but  exercise  an  important  and  beneficial  influence  on  the 
eommnnity  [Jewish]. 

*^  Although,  for  the  reasons  stated,  an  impartial  translation  of  the  Hebrew 
Bcriptures  inm  Christian  schoUrs  is  not  to  ne  expected,  yet  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  a  new  version  would  correct  many  errors  disfiguring  the  present 
translation  which  do  not  affect  any  dogma.  Now  the  removal  of  an  error, 
however  insignificant  apparently,  is  a  great  gain.  In  fact,  no  new  truth  can  be 
discovered  until  the  old  error  occupying  its  place  be  demolished,  even  as  a  new 
building  cannot  be  erected  until  the  rubbish  which  may  encumber  the  site  be 
•leared  away ;  and  although  we  ourselves  cannot  be  affected  by  the  errors  in  the 
Authorized  Version,  yet  we  could  not  but  rejoice  to  see  our  fellow  citizens,  whom 
we  are  bound  to  loye  like  ourselves,  freed  m  the  matter  of  their  belief  from  as 
many  shackles  as  their  erroneous  doctrines  would  permit. ,  Many  and  many  a 
time  has  a  discovery  apparently  insignificant  led  to  extraordinary  results.  The 
man  who  first  observed  that  a  piece  of  amber  rubbed  against  cloth  wonld 
alternately  attract  and  repel  other  materials,  little  dreamed  of  the  marvellous 
performances  which  electricity  would  achieve.  Every  discovery,  therefore,  is 
important.  It  is  in  the  moral  as  in  the  physical  world;  and  who  can  say 
wniat  ultimate  result  the  correction  of  one  single  mistranslation  of  the  Bible 
may  lead.  Proceeding  from  inquiry  to  inquiry,  our  Christian  friends  might 
discover  that  they  had  no  right  wnatever  to  abolish  the  seventh  day  as  Sabbath, 
and  arbitrarily  to  substitute  for  it  the  first ;  that  they  have  no  right  whateyer 
to  absolve  a  tfewish  convert  from  the  observance  oi  the  ceremonial  law  pre- 
scribed for  the  Israelite,  and  the  Israelite  only ;  and  might  even  find  a  solution 
for  many  social  and  religious  questions  whicn  often  agitate  the  country,  and 
which  not  rarely  arise  from  erroneous  renderings  in  the  received  version. 

"  Moreover,  the  agitation  called  forth  by  the  question  will  oblige  those 
interested  in  it  to  recur  to  first  principles.  No  second-hand  learning  will 
answer  the  purpose.  Scholars  wiO  have  to  go  back  to  the  fountain-head. 
Those  will  have  to  be  consulted  who  were  at  all  times  the  only  true  depositories 
of  Hebrew  knowledge.  The  venerable  tomes  of  those  ancient  slighted  rabbis 
will  have  to  be  opened  who  knew  the  original  text  of  their  Scriptures  by  heart, 
when  no  Christian  divine  in  the  West  was  even  acquainted  with  the  characters 
of  the  language  in  which  his  sacred  books  were  written.  '  GrsBCum  est,  scire 
non  potest,' a  was  the  remark  of  the  moi^  in  the  middle  ages  whenever  he  met 
with  a  Greek  word.  '  Hebraice  est,  ergo  scio,'  *  might  have  been  the  reply  of 
every  rabbi,  and  perhaps  every  Jew,  during  the  middle  ages.    The  commentaries 

«  It  is  Greek,  it  cannot  be  understood. 
*  It  is  Hebrew,  therefore  I  understand  it. 
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of  the  Jews,  among  whom  Hebrew,  to  some  extent,  was  never  a  dead  language,, 
will  have  to  be  consulted.  Rabbinical  studies  will  meet  with  proper  attention, 
and  the  mental  productions  of  men  will  have  to  be  examined,  which  have  only 
to  be  known  in  order  to  be  appreciated,  to  be  respected,  to  be  admired.  In  itself 
it  is  a  matter  of  perfect  indinerence  what  opinion  our  neighbours  entertain  of 
our  rabbis  of  old.  Praise  from  such  as  haroly  know  more  of  them  than  their 
names  will  not  raise  them,  nor  censure  lower  them  in  the  estimation  of  those 
whom  an  intimate  acquaintance  with  the  variety,  extensiveness,  iogenuity  and 
depth  of  Hebrew  literature  have  qualified  to  form  thereof  a  correct  opinio'ti. 
But  the  beneficial  influence  which  the  better  appreciation  of  that  literature  on 
the  part  of  our  Christian  neighbours  would  exercise  on  a  numerous  class  of  our 
oo-reUffionists,  cannot  be  a  matter  of  indifference.  Alas  I  it  has  come  so  far 
that  a  large  number  of  brethren  in  faith,  especially  among  the  opulent,  have 
lost  all  esteem  for  the  literature  of  their  own  people.  Not  able  to  understand  it 
themselves,  and  not  finding  it  fashionable  in  those  circles  in  which  they  move, 
theyoot  onljr  have  no  sympathy  for  it,  but  not  rarely  reserve  their  sneers  for 
those  who  differ  with  them  in  opinion.  Let  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  state 
that  a  valuable  manuscript  of  some  commentary  of  Kimchi  lies  at  Pekin  which 
it  was  desirable  to  publish,  and  our  rich  wUl  open  wide  their  purses,  although, 
without  meaning  any  disrespect  to  the  primate,  his  Grace  is  probably  not  even 
acquainted  with  the  rabbinical  character.  But  let  their  reverend  chief  declaj*e 
that  the  Bodleian  harbours  some  Hebrew  literary  treasure,  the  publication  of 
which  would  be  useful  to  the  community,  and  an  idle  shrugging  of  the  shoulders 
will  be  the  response.  Let  the  Times  pronounce  Rashi  to  be  a  valuable  com- 
mentator, and  the  sons  of  our  rich  will  have  to  study  his  works,  although  the 
thunderer  is  no  more  competent  to  form  an  estimate  of  their  value,  than  the 
Bokhara  Gazette  of  the  merits  of  Milton.  But  let  the  Jetmsh  Chronicle  descant 
on  the  desirability  of  our  possessing  a  translation  of  the  Cvsariy  and  the  answer 
will  be,  *  We  do  not  want  to  read  stuff;  we  read  the  journals  and  magazines.' 
Alas !  we  have  in  the  matter  of  self-respect  sunk  deep,  very  deep.  We  are 
indifferent  to  the  honest  expression  of  opinion  from  within ;  we  only  yield  to 
the  pressure  from  without ;  we  cannot  be  persuaded  to  what  is  Jewish,  we  have 
to  be  shamed  into  it ;  and  it  is  for  this  reason  that  we  expect  beneficial  effects 
from  the  national  movement  alluded  to,  and  the  consequent  better  appreciation 
of  our  own  literature  on  the  part  of  the  Gentile  world. 

"  Again,  the  very  fact  that  a  revision  of  the  Bible  muat  bring  the  work 
nearer  the  Jewish  standard,  cannot  but  be  a  powerful  incentive  to  the  further 
spread  of  toleration.  The  mass  of  the  people,  perceiving  this  approach,  could 
not  but  admit  the  possibility  that,  since  the  Jewish  view  was  correct  in  some 
points  conceded  and  translated  accordingly,  it  might  also  be  correct  on  some 
others  still  contested.  Learning  to  judge  more  charitably  the  hostility  with 
which  the  Jewish  body  opposes  all  attempts  made  to  seduce  it  from  the  allegi- 
ance to  its  God,  conversion  schemes  will  meet  with  less  favour,  and  England 
may  be  saved  one  of  the  national  crimes  of  which  she  is  guilty,  by  endeavouring 
to  merge  those  among  the  mass  of  the  Gentiles  who  have  been  destined  to  be 
God's  witnesses  on  earth  for  ever,  and  of  whom  it  has  been  said,  '  Behold  a 
people.  It  shall  dwell  solitarily,  and  not  reckon  itself  among  the  nations.'  The 
movement,  therefore,  for  the  revision  of  the  Anglican  version  is  one  which  the 
Jewish  body  may  watch  with  the  deepest  interest,  and  from  which  it  may 
anticipate  the  most  beneficial  results  to  the  nation  and  to  itself,  although  it  may 
not  feel  particularly  called  upon  to  participate  in  any  way  in  the  agitation." — 

The  Jewish  Chronicle,  edited  by  Dr.  Benisch. 

MOVEMENT  ON   REVISION,   IN  THE   "  SOCIETY  FOR  PROMOTING 
CHRISTIAN  KNOWLEDGE." 
To  the  Editor  of  "  The  Journal  of  Sacred  Literature," 
"  SiK, — I  trust  that  the  importance  of  the  question  to  which  the  accompany- 
ing paper  relates,  may  induce  you  to  give  it  a  space  in  your  columns.     I  should 
have  preferred  to  circulate  it, — in  the  first  instance,  at  all  events, — through  the 


282  InielHgenee.  [April, 

officud  MatUklv  Paper  of  the  Society ;  Imt  an  objection  was  taken  to  this  ooone, 
on  the  ground  that  a  longer  notice  than  that  required  by  the  nile8,--one  month, 
which,  for  the  practical  purpose  of  publicity,  amounts  in  fftct  to  no  more  than  a 
week, — ^was  *  without  precedent.'  As  I  do  not  think  that  three  months  is  too 
long  a  time  for  the  consideration  of  so  weighty  a  subject,  I  yenture  to  hope  that 
the  public  press  will  assist  me  in  giving  cognizance  of  the  proposed  measure  to 
the  members  of  the  Society,  and  to  the  public  at  large. 

**  I  haye  the  honour  to  be,  Sir,  your  iSuthful  senrant, 
"  Boehampion,  March  6. 1867,  "  G.  E.  Bibeb." 

BnOLUnOMS  AMD  BCHSMS  BAVBBD  n  at  THB  OKHSaAL  XBBTXHa  OF  THS  SOCIETT 
rOB  PBOMOTIMO  CHBIBTIAll  UIOWUU>OB,   OV  TUB8DAT,  MABCH  3,   1857: — 

BuotnUiani  to  be  moved  hy  the  Rev.  Dr.  Biber,  at  the  meeUng  of  the  Board  on 
Tueeday,  June  2,  1857. 

1.  That  a  correct  knowledse  of  the  contents  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  is  a 
fundamental  part  of  Christian  Knowledge. 

2.  That  smce  the  publication  of  Ijie  English  Authorized  Version,  in  1611, 
additional  light  has  h^en  thrown  both  upon  the  Original  Text  of  the  Holy 
Scriptures  by  collations  of  manuscripts,  and  upon  the  sense  of  particular 
passages,  by  the  researches  of  Biblical  Scholars. 

3.  That  it  is  desirable  that  so  much  of  the  additional  information  thus 
obtained,  as  is  not  of  a  conjectural  or  doubtful  character,  but  authenticated  by 
eyidence,  and  sanctioned  by  the  authority  of  competent  Biblical  Scholars,  should 
be  made  ayailable  to  EngUsh  readers  and  stuaents  of  Holy  Scriptures  not 
skilled  in  the  original  languages. 

4.  That  to  effect  this  &slrable  object  fiills  eminently  within  the  proyince  of 
this  Society,  as  a  Society  expressly  founded  and  constituted  for  the  purpose  of 
promoting  Christian  Knowledge. 

5.  That  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  consisting  of —  Members  of  the  Standing 
Committee,  and  an  equal  number  of  Members  of  this  Board  not  being  Members 
of  the  Standing  Committee,  be  appointed  to  consider  the  scheme  for  carrying 
out  the  aboye  object,  appended  to  tne  present  resolution,  and  to  report  thereon 
to  this  Board. 


ScHEicE  FOB  THB  Pbokotion  OF  BiBucAL  EH0WI.EDOE,  to  be  Considered  and 
reported  on  by  the  Committee  of  Inquiry,  proposed  to  be  appointed  by 
Resolution  5. 

I.  A  distinct  Committee  of  this  Society  to  be  constituted,  to  be  called  **  The 
Committee  of  Biblical  Knowledge." 

II.  The  duty  of  such  Committee  to  be — to  collect,  digest,  and  sift  the 
additional  information  respecting  the  Text  and  the  Sense  of  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures, resulting  from  the  adyance  of  Biblical  Learning  since  the  publication  of 
the  English  Authorized  Version ;  and  to  take  measures  for  makmg  the  same 
ayailable  to  English  readers,  by  the  publication  of  Editions  of  the  whole,  or  of 
portions  of  the  Holy  Scrijptures,  exhibiting,  by  the  side  of  the  Authorized 
Version,  such  additional  mformation  as  may  be  considered  important  and. 
generally  yaluable. 

III.  Steps  to  be  taken  for  obtaining  the  appointment  of  Episcopal  Referees, 
to  exercise  a  superintending  control  oyer  the  labours  of  such  Committee. 

IV.  A  separate  Fund  to  be  established  for  the  operations  of  such  Committee, 
by  means  of  subscriptions  to  be  solicited  for  this  speciaL  object,  and  of  grants  to 
be  made  from  time  to  time  from  the  General  Funds  of  the  Society. 

V.  A  report,  stating  the  progress  of  the  labours  of  such  Conmiittee,  to  he 
appended  to  the  Annu^  Report  of  the  Society. 

VI.  The  Committee  to  be  guided  in  their  labours  by  certain  definite  rules, 
to  be  drawn  up,  and  sanctioned  by  a  General  Meeting  of  the  Society,  as  an 
instruction  to  them. 
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SuGOBSTiOKS  FOB  RuLES,  to  bo  laid  down  for  the  gnidance  of  the  Committee  of 
Biblical  Knowledge,,  in  accordance  with  Clause  YI.  of  the  Scheme. 

1.  The  Text  of  the  Authorized  Version  to  be  preserved  in  its  inte^ty,  and 
all  emendationSf  whether  arising  from  improved  Readings  of  the  Original  Text, 
or  from  improved  translation,  to  be  exhibited  in  the  form  of  Marginal  Readings. 

2.  No  Marginal  Readings  to  be  introduced  merely  for  the  sake  of  exhibiting 
a  Various  Reaoung,  or  the  suggestion  of  a  different  translation,  or  for  the  sake 
of  verbal  or  literal  exactness ;  but  such  only  as  are  calculated  to  throw  U^ht 
upon  the  sense  of  Holy  Writ,  by  clearing  up  obscurities  or  correcting 
inaccuracies. 

3.  No  corrections  of  the  Received  Text  to  be  admitted  on  ^rounds  purely 
conjectural  or  doubtful,  but  such  only  as  are  supported  by  satisfactory  external 
as  well  as  internal  evidence,  whether  derived  from  Manuscripts,  from  Ancient 
Versions,  or  from  quotations  in  ancient  writings. 

4.  Alterations  in  the  punctuation,  or  in  tne  accents  of  the  Greek,  or  the 
Masoretio  points  of  the  Hebrew  Text,  to  be  admitted  whenever  they  are 
calculated  to  yield  a  clearer  or  a  better  sense. 

5.  No  emendations  of  translation  to  be  admitted,  unless  clearly  made  out  on 
grounds  of  sound  Biblical  philology. 

6.  Whenever  in  two  or  more  passages  the  same  word  or  phrase  employed  in 
the  same  sense  in  the  Original  Text,  is  in  the  Authorized  Version  rendered  by 
different  English  expressions,  the  sameness  of  expression  in  the  Orig^al  to  lie 
indicated  in  the  margin. 

7.  The  idiom  of  the  Authorized  Version  to  be  followed  as  much  as  possible 
in  the  Marginal  Readings ;  and  no  emendations  of  translation  to  be  introduced 
for  the  sake  of  modernizing  the  language. 

8.  In  cases  where,  from  a  change  in  the  language,  the  Text  of  the  Autho- 
rized Version  is  liable  to  be  misapprehended,  the  proper  sense  to  be  indicated  in 
the  Margin. 

9.  Of  the  Marginal  Readings  in  the  present  Editions  of  the  Authorized 
Version,  those  which  rest  on  the  authority  of  the  translators  themselves,  to  be 
retained  and  exhibited  in  distinguishing  type'. 

10.  Of  the  Marginal  Readings  subsequently  introduced,  those  only  to  be 
retained,  which,  considering  the  more  advanced  state  of  Biblical  learning,  may 
be  considered  valuable. 

11.  Of  the  Marginal  references  in  the  present  Editions  of  the  Authorized 
Version,  such  as  are  merely  of  a  verbal  character,  to  be  omitted :  and  such  only 
to  be  retained  or  introduced  afresh,  as  may  tend  to  elucidate  the  sense  by 
comparison  of  Scripture  with  Scripture. 

12.  The  Text  of  the  Authorized  Version  to  be  printed  in  consecutive 
parapaphs,  and  in  the  books,  or  portions  of  books,  the  character  of  which 
requires  it,  in  lines  exhibiting  their  rhythmic  arrangement  or  their  parallelisms ; 
the  division  into  Chapters  and  Verses  being,  in  either  case,  indicated  in  the 
Margin. 

13.  No  comments,  or  exegetical  annotations,  to  be  superadded ;  but  such 
notes  only  as  may  be  deemed  requisite  for  the  elucidation,  or  justification,  of  the 
Marginal  Readings. 

14.  Such  notes,  if  copious,  and  any  introductory  or  prefatory  observations, 
explanatory  of  the  sources  from  which  the  materials  for  emendatory  Marginal 
Holdings  have  been  derived,  or  of  the  grounds  on  which  they  rest,  to  be 
printed  and  circulated  separately. 

15.  Of  any  portion  of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  at  any  time  so  prepared  for 
publication,  no  larger  number  of  copies  to  be  printed  than  may  from  time  to 
time  be  required  to  meet  the  current  demand,  until  the  entire  Volume  of  Holy 
Scripture,  or,  at  least,  the  whole  of  the  New  Testament,  shall  have  bedh 
completed,  and  time  and  opportunity  shall  have  been  given  for  farther  revision 
uid  emendation. 
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*«*  In  giving  the  above  notice,  Dr.  Biber  wishes  it  to  be  understood,  that 
his  object  in  giving  it  thus  early,  is  to  afford  to  the  members  of  the  Society 
ample  time  for  considering  the  qaestion  in  all  its  bearings ;  and  that  he  has 
brought  it  forward  in  this  definite  shape,  with  a  view  to  obviate  misconceptions. 
He  will  thankfully  receive  suggestions  on  the  subject,  and  [though  he  cannot 
undertake  in  all  cases  to  answer  the  communications  which  may  reach  him] 
give  them  the  fullest  consideration.  Any  suggestions  addressed  to  him  [Roe- 
hampton,  London,  8.  W.]  before  the  end  of  April,  may,  if  relating  to  important 
points,  be  made  available  for  the  purpose  of  introducing  any  additions  or  modi- 
fications, either  in  the  Resolutions,  or  in  the  Scheme  and  the  Suggestions  for 
Rules  appended  to  them,  on  his  ^ving,  as  required  b^  the  Rules  of  the  Society, 
formal  notice  of  the  present  motion  at  the  May  meeting  of  the  Board.  Sugges- 
tions not  so  used  may  still  prove  valuable  in  the  further  consideration  of  the 
question  by  the  Committee  of  Inquiry,  in  the  event  of  Resolution  5  being 
agreed  to. 

Propoied  Work  on  the  Latin  Vulgate, — The  recent  discussions  relative  to  the 
circulation  of  Roman  Catholic  translations  of  the  Bible  on  the  continent  of 
Europe,  have  necessarily  excited  considerable  interest  among  all  who  truly 
appreciate  the  value  of  Holy  Scripture.  Very  decided  judgments  have  been 
arrived  at,  by  Christian  men,  on  both  sides  of  the  question.  Man^  consistent 
Protestants,  who  cannot  at  aU  be  suspected  of  the  slightest  leaning  towards 
Romanism,  are  inclined  to  uphold  and  advocate  the  course  hitherto  pursued  by 
the  Bible  Society,  whose  agents  endeavour  to  reach  the  hearts  and  consciences 
of  ignorant  Roman  Catholics,,  through  means  of  such  translations  as  are  ap- 
proved and  sanctioned  by  their  own  church ;  while  other  upright  and  zealous 
Clu*istian8  condemn  such  a  course  as  almost  equivalent  to  acting  on  the  principle 
of  doing  evil  that  good  may  come  out  of  it. 

There  is  evidently,  amon^  the  generality  of  good  men,  a  readiness  to  adopt 
decided  opinions  oh  such  subjects,  without  taking  the  pain's  to  furnish  them- 
selves with  the  information  on  which  all  legitimate  judgments  must  be  based. 
Patient  inquiry  should  ever  precede  positive  convictions.  On  the  whole,  sub- 
ject of  the  Ancient  Version  denominated  the  Vulgate — ^the  only  authentic  and 
standard  Bible  in  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  the  source  whence  the  Translations 
above  referred  to  have  been  derived — an  incredible  amount  of  ignorance  and 
misapprehension  prevails,  even  among  intelligent  Christians. 

In  such  a  state  of  things,  it  has  appeared  to  me  that  aid  might  be  obtained 
towards  settling  the  matters  in  dispute,  were  certain  leading  facts,  relative  to 
the  Vulgate,  put  forth  in  such  a  way  as  to  be  within  the  reach  of  general  readers 
interested  in  the  deeply  important  question  of  Bible  circulation.  There  is  no 
work  in  the  English  language,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  wherein  the  subject  is 
treated  in  a  manner  at  once  scholarly  and  yet  popular,  condensed  and  yet  clear, 
comprehensive  and  yet  free  from  overmuch  critical  minuteness.  As  a  step 
towards  supplying  this  desideratum,  and  with  the  view  of  bringing  the  subject 
before  the  notice  of  those  Christian  scholars  whose  stucBes  and  tastes  may  dispose 
them  to  such  an  undertaking,  I  have  drawn  up  the  accompanying  Prospectus. 
Very  few  English  scholars  would  be  qualified  to  fill  up  the  sketch  here  pre- 
sented, without  being  indebted  to  the  help  of  those  who  may  have  made  one  or 
other  of  the  matters  involved  in  the  execution  of  the  plan  here  proposed  the 
subject  of  their  more  special  attention ;  but  if  some  few  of  our  more  advanced 
bibucal  scholars  were  to  take  up  the  idea  and  improve  upon  it,  the  result  might 
tend  to  furnish,  to  intelli^nt  Christians  at  large,  a  ver^  considerable  amount  of 
most  interesting  information  bearing  on  practical  questions  connected  with  the 
circulation  of  ^man  Catholic  versions  in  any  part  of  Christendom. 

PBOSPBCTC^  OF  ▲  MOKOORlf  H  05  THE  VCI^ATB. 

Chapter  I.  Origin  and  History  of  the  Vulgate. — II.  General  Characteristics 
of  that  Ancient  Version. — III.  Past  and  present  condition  of  its  Text,  with 
particiilar  reference  to  the  Codex  Amiatinns.— IV.  Leading  Instances  in  which 
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the  Vulgate  has  preserved  readings  which  the  labours  of  recent  critics  have 
proved  to  he  genaine,  as  being  possessed  of  higher  critical  authority  than  the 
corresponding  readings  of  the  received  Greek  Text,  from  which,  for  the  most 
part,  our  own  Translation  was  derived. — V.  Leading  Instances  of  erroneous 
renderings  referable  to  the  fact  of  the  Translator  having  mistaken  the  meaning 
of  the  Original. — YI.  Leading  Instances  in  which  the  Vulgate  misrepresents 
the  meaning  of  the  inspired  writer,  through  having  followed  an  erroneous 
Hebrew  or  Greek  Text. — VII.  Influence  of  the  LXX  upon  the  Vulgate  Version 
of  the  Old  Testament. — VIII.  Relation  of  the  Vulgate  to  the  Douay  and 
Bhemish  Translation,  as  originally  published,  and  to  the  various  editions  of  the 
Scriptures  in  English,  issued  by  Koman  Catholics,  since  the  publication  of  that 
version. — IX.  Influence  of  the  Vulgate  upon  our  own  authorized  Translation. — 

X.  Leading  Errors  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Versions,  circulated  on  the  continent : 
— (1.)  Erroneous  renderings  derived  from  the  Vulgate. — (2.)  Errors  resulting 
from  such  Versions  not  fairly  representing  the  meaning  of  the  Vulgate. — 

XI.  Inquiry  into  the  propriety  of  circulating  such  Versions. — XII.  Brief  reca- 
pitulation of  the  previous  chapters  and  presentation  of  the  salient  points  most 
directly  bearing  on  the  controversy  relative  to  the  course  hitherto  pursued  by 
the  Bible  Society. 

Appendix  A.  On  the  Latinity  of  the  Vulgate,  and  its  more  remarkable 
deviations  from  the  phraseology  of  the  Gassic  Writers. — B.  Review  of  the 
effects  on  Mediaeval  Theology  resulting  out  of  the  use  of  the  Vulgate  Version, 
during  the  daik  ages,  and  Reflex  Effects  of  the  Medissval  Theology  on  the  mode 
of  interpreting  the  Vulgate. — C.  T>Brms  and  phraseology,  derived  from  the 
Vulgate,  still  retained  in  modem  English,  and  influence  of  that  Version  on 
certain  modes  of  expression  current  among  Protestant  Theologians. 

Henby  Csaik. 

6,  Clevedon  Terrace,  Kingadown,  Bristol,  Dec.  11,  1856. 

American  Edition  of  the  English  Bible. — We  learn  from  the  New  York  Pro- 
testavt  Churchman  that  the  American  Bible  Society  have,  with  great  care  and 
labour,  prepared  and  published  a  standard  edition  of  the  English  version  of  the 
Holy  Scriptures.  The  necessity  for  this  undertaking  arose  from  the  many  tjrpo- 
graphical  variations  in  the  editions  of  the  English  Bible  in  common  circulation. 

The  Committee  to  whom  this  work  was  entrusted  was  composed  of  the  fol- 
lowing seven  gentlemen,  some  of  whose  names  will  be  recognized  in  England : 
—Gardiner  Spring,  Thomas  Cock,  Samuel  H.  Turner,  Edward  Robinson,  Thomas 
E.  Vermilye,  John  M'Clintock,  Richard  S.  Storrs,  jim. 

The  work  of  collation  fcontinues  the  Protestani  ChurchmanJ  occupied  the 
labours  of  three  years.  Tne  system  and  method  of  examination  and  decision 
which  were  adopted  were  simple  and  clear.  The  royal  octavo  edition  of  the 
American  Bible  Society  was  selected  as  the  basis.  This  was  compared,  in  every 
word  and  point,  with  a  recent  copy  from  each  of  the  four  authorized  presses  in 
England,  and  also  with  a  copy  of  the  original  edition  of  1611.  So  far  as  the 
English  copies  were  found  uniform,  there  was  an  entire  conformity  to  them. 
In  fdl  variations  among  them,  the  object  was  to  restore,  as  accurately  as  pos- 
sible, the  original  standard  of  the  first  edition.  A  single  collator  was  employed 
to  devote  his  whole  time  to  the  work  of  examination.  A  Sub-Committee  of  the 
Committee  on  Versions  met  him  for  several  hours  every  week,  for  an  examina- 
tion of  the  results  of  his  collation.  The  whole  Committee  reviewed  and  decided 
every  important  question  arising  in  the  course  of  the  proceeding,  and  established 
the  rules  by  which  the  collation  should  be  made.  The  close  of  their  work  was 
the  production  of  the  most  perfect  copy  of  the  English  version  which  has  ever 
been  printed.  No  correction  was  made  but  with  entire  unanimity  in  the  Com- 
mittee. Twenty-four  thousand  variations,  more  or  less  important,  in  the  print- 
ing and  punctuation,  were  found  in  the  various  copies  compared,  and  were  cor- 
rected. And  the  whole  work  was  brought  to  the  happiest  conclusion  in  the 
preparation  of  that  edition  which  was  adopted  by  the  Board  as  the  standard 
edition  of  the  Society,  which  is  now  the  standard  edition  of  the  English  version, 
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and  the  only  really  aocamte  itandard  of  this  version  in  existence.  Tliis  is 
called  the  Standard  Bible.  All  the  copies  of  the  American  Bible  Society  are  to 
be  conformed  to  this.  The  process  or  correction  in  the  other  editions  is  going 
forward  with  rapidity,  and  all  the  plates  of  the  Society  are  to  be  exactly  con- 
formed to  this. 

Spanish  New  TeHament, — ^The  progress  of  the  Spanish  New  Testament  has 
disappointed  my  expectations.  The  part  completed  dnring  the  year  has  been 
from  1  Cor.  iv.  9,  p.  328,  to  Heb.  riii.  12,  p.  452,  making  124  pages.  This  is 
rather  more  than  last  year,  and  I  hare  found  it  impossible  to  advance  more 
quickly,  without  injury  to  the  execution  of  the  work  With  respect  to  the 
various  readings  of  the  Greek  text,  since  the  best  versions  known  to  SmmiardB 
are  from  the  Vulgate,  and  the  Vulgate  differs  from  the  received  Greek  Text,  in 
some  places  where  Bagster's  edition  of  Mill  shews  the  consent  of  Griesbach, 
Scholz,  Tiachmann,  and  Tischendorf,  in  favor  of  the  reading  which  happens  to 
be  in  the  Vulgate,  I  felt  it  would  be  wrong  to  alter  the  reading  in  which 
Spaniards  are  accustomed  in  those  cases,  to  a  reading  of  inferior  authority,  and, 
therefore,  placed  the  more  approved  reading  in  the  text,  and  that  of  the  Textos 
Receptus  in  a  note ;  thus  giving  the  reader  full  knowledge  of  both,  and  giving 
prionty  of  position  to  that  which  has  priority  of  rank  as  to  testimony  in  its 
tavor.  As  this  course  seemed  necessary  in  such  cases,  I  have,  in  order  to  act 
with  uniformity,  more  generally  followed  the  same  course,  with  respect  to  other 
readings  approved  by  the  same  four  editors,  always  giving  the  text  of  Mill,  bat 
placing  it,  m  these  cases,  in  a  note  instead  of  in  the  Dody  of  the  work.  In  this 
manner,  I  felt,  I  could  best  preserve  that  which  is,  according  to  present  evi- 
dence, best  entitled  to  be  regarded  as  God's  word,  and  could  give  both  Mill's 
text,  and  the  deviations  from  that  text  which  these  critical  editors  attest  as 
having  greater  probability  of  accuracy.  Though  I  did  not  follow  this  course 
without  some  hesitation,  it  seemed  necessary  for  the  above  reasons,  and  did  not 
appear  to  me  to  infringe  the  spirit  of  the  rule,  though  I  cannot  say  whether  it  is 
precisely  what  was  intended  by  those  who  framed  it :  viz.,  that  "  revisions  of 
the  New  Testament  shall  be  made  from  the  received  Greek  Text,  criticaUy 
edUedy  with  hnown  errors  corrected.''^  So  far  as  we  can  be  said  to  know  the  more 
probable  errors  of  that  text,  I  think  that  knowledge  is  conveyed  by  the  course 
adopted,  and  that  the  words  "  critically  edited,"  are  not  thus  pressed  beyond 
their  legitimate  meaning. 

The  change  in  the  government  of  Spain  is  unfavourable  to  active  operations 
in  that  country ;  but  if  God  should  permit  the  completion  of  the  New  Testa- 
ment, I  hope  that  the  society  will  authorize  an  active  distribution  of  it  by  every 
means  which  Gk)d'8  providence  may  present. 

Your  dear  brother,  most  sincerely, 
Bible  Union  Quarterly,  William  NoETOif . 

The  Bible  in  the  Basque  Language, — A  great  deal  has  latterly  been  said  in 
English  as  well  as  Continental  papers  on  the  visit  of  Prince  Louis  Lucien  Bona- 
parte to  the  Basque  Provinces  of  Spain  and  of  France,  and  all  motives  have 
been  assigned  to  it  except  the  right  one.  Leaving  the  political  sages  to  their 
profound  discoveries  on  the  reconstruction  of  the  ancient  Kingdom  of  Navarre 
and  kindred  subjects,  I  trust  I  may  be  permitted  to  trespass  upon  your  valuable 
space  for  the  purpose  of  shewing  that  the  object  of  the  tour  was  specifically 
scientific,  and  that  very  important  results,  though  non-political  ones,  are  likely 
to  ensue  from  it. 

Scholars  need  not  to  be  told,  but  the  generality  of  your  readers  may  be  inte- 
rested to  know,  that  langiiages  boasting  of  no  literature,  and  spoken  by  races 
unknown  to  historical  fame,  may  still  enjoy  the  same  consideration  in  the  eyes 
of  the  linguist  as  the  great  cultural  languages  which  have  ruled  the  fate  of  the 
world,  and  left,  in  their  literature,  imperishable  monuments,  connecting  tho 
modem  mind  with  that  of  remote  antiquity  in  an  unbroken  chain. 

It  has  been  well  said  of  the  Basque,  *'  that  alone  it  remains,  solitary  and  un- 
known, by  the  side  of  the  three  great  and  powerful  families  of  languages  that 
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divide  the  kingdoms  of  Earope  among  themselves.  Formerly,  as  it  is  presumed, 
having  been  spoken  all  over  the  Peninsula,  it  is  now  driven  back  to  the  moun- 
tain gorffes  of  Biscay,  and  there  it  lives,  still  cherished  by  a  noble  race,  but  un- 
claimed by  relative  or  friend  among  all  the  languages  of  the  earth — alone  among 
the  European  tongues,  bearing  no  likeness  to,  and  shewing  no  affinity  with 
those  of  their  common  fatherland." 

This  singular  lang^ge,  which  has  hitherto  baffled  all  endeavours  to  pene- 
trate its  mysteries,  luis  fong  been  an  object  of  intense  interest  to  the  noble 
I*rince.  He  has  studied  it  for  many  years,  and  is  considered  to  have  a  thorough 
practical  knowledge  of  it.  The  late  visit  to  the  Basque  country  was  undertaken 
with  a  view  of  coJlectin^  fresh  materials  for  the  investigation  of  the  language ; 
and  the  manner  in  which  the  Prince  has  gone  to  work  demonstrates  not  only 
that  he  is  thoroughly  in  earnest,  but  also  that  he  has  hit  upon  the  proper  means 
for  producing  the  proper  results.  The  Basque  language  branches  off  into  six 
dialects — the  Guipuzcoan,  the  Biscayan,  the  Labourdin,  the  Souletin,  and  the 
high  and  low  Navarrese.  The  Gospel  of  St.  Matthew  has  already  been  trans- 
hited  into  the  Labourdin  dialect.  The  Prince  has  now  caused  the  same  GU>spel 
to  be  translated  into  the  other  five  dialects,  and  is  printing  them  with  gramma- 
tical notes  attached  to  each.  Upon  the  completion  of  this  extensive  work,  the 
Prince  intends  to  print  the  six  translations  m  one  volume,  in  parallel  columns, 
to  establish  a  uniform  orthography  for  the  six  dialects,  and  to  accompany  the 
whole  with  gprammatical  notes.  The  importance  of  this  undertaking  cannot  be 
overestimated,  as  comparative  philology,  combining  the  objects  of  philology 
and  linguistics,  had  hitnerto  no  sufficient  material  for  comparing  the  Basque 
with  other  European  languages,  and  for  assigning  to  it  its  right  place  among 
the  languages  of  mankind.  The  labours  of  the  Prmce  assume,  therefore,  most 
extensive  proportions,  and  may  tend  to  throw  light  upon  languages  apparently 
disconnected  with  the  Basque. 

Two  of  the  five  translations  are  now  printed,  but  only  in  twelve  copies  each ; 
they  are  literary  curiosities,  and  I  therefore  copy  the  titles,  etc.,  for  the  benefit 
of  bibliophiles. 

The  translation  into  Basque  Souletin  has  appeared  under  the  following 
title:— 

Le  Saint  Evannle  |  De  Jesus-Christ,  |  Selon  Saint  Mathieu,  I  Traduit  En 
Basque  Souletin,  |  Par  L'Abb^  Inchauspe  |  Pour  le  Prince  Louis  Lucien  Bona- 
narte.  |  Bayonne,  Imprimerie  de  Veuve  Lamaigndre,  n6e  Teulidres,  Rue  Pont, 
Maison  39.     1856.    pp.  179,  royal  octc^vo. 

On  the  back  of  the  title : — 

^^Gette  traduction  de  TEvangile  de  Saint  Mathieu  en  Dialecte  Basque 
Souletin  a  6t6  imprim^e  aux  frais  du  Prince  Louis  Lucien  Bonaparte. 

**  Je  certifie  que  cet  ouvrage  a  6t6  tir6  au  nombre  de  douze  exemplaires,  dont 
10  numerot6s  portent  le  nom  imprim6  du  Destinateur,  et  deux  autres  non  nume- 
rot^s,  dont  I'un  ayant  les  titres  et  les  initiales  imprimis  6,  Pencre  rouge,  appar- 
tiennent  &  Son  Altesse. — Sig.  Veuve  A.  Xamaigndre  n6e  Teulidres.. 

(Forty-six  pages  of  gprammatical  notes  are  appended  to  this  translation.) 

The  title  of  the  translation  into  Low  Navarrese  reads  as  follows  :— 

Saint  Mathieu  |  Sur  La  Version  de  M.  Maitre  De  Sacy  |  En  Lanene  Basque  J 
Dialecte  Bas-Navarrais.  |  Par  M.  Salaberry  d'Ibarrolle  |  Pour  le  Prince  Louis 
Lucieh  Bonaparte. 

The  note  on  the  back  of  the  title  is  exactly  the  same,  except  that  there  is  a 
unique  copy  "  Sur  papier  p^and  resin  velin ''  instead  of  one  with  red-ink  title. 
Same  printing-office. — Oriitc. 

The  Musical  InstrumenU  of  Scriptttre. — This  was  the  subject  of  the  third 
lecture  explanatory  of  the  objects  of  the  Scriptural  Museum,  at  St.  Martin's 
Hall,  and  was  delivered  by  the  Rev.  H.  B.  W.  Churton.  The  Rev.  Lecturer 
opened  by  referring  briefly  to  the  musical  instruments  of  the  antediluvian 
period,  of  which  there  were  both  stringed  and  wind.  He  then  described  in 
detail  the  character,  materials,  and  construction  of  the  instruments  in  use 
among  the  Jews  and  other  nations  mentioned  in  Old  Testament  history,  his 
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remarks  being  iUnstrated  by  diagrams  and  models.  They  were  of  three  claasea 
— wind,  stringed,  and  ^rcnssion  (sounded  by  striking).  In  the  first  class  were 
the  pipe,  the  tnunpet  in  severaL  Tarieties,  and  the  oigan ;  in  the  second  the 
harp,  the  psaltery  (also  called  late  and  viol^,  the  dnlcimer,  and  some  thon^t 
the  sackbut  (otherwise  snpposed  to  be  a  wmd  instnunent) ;  and  in  the  tUrd 
the  timbrel  and  the  cymbal,  with  some  subordinate  varieties.  Having  com- 
pared these  with  the  analogous  instruments  of  modem  times,  the  lecturer 
passed  to  the  historical  branch  of  his  subject.  Moses  was  "  learned  in  Ml  the 
wisdom  of  the  Egyptians,"  and  that  wisdom  consisted  chiefly  in  medicine  and 
music.  He  it  was  who  led  the  triumphant  song  after  the  passage  of  the  Bed 
Sea  (Ex.  zy.),  on  which  the  lecturer  dwelt  as  opening  up  a  view  of  the  high 
cultivation  of  music  among  the  Hebrews  of  that  da^.  Muriam  and  the  women 
with  timbrels  indicated  that  that  instrument  was  chiefly  used  by  women  to  giye 
expression  to  joy.  The  next  era  was  that  of  Sanmel,  under  whom  music  was 
made  a  chief  branch  of  instruction  in  the  schools  of  the  prophets.  Thai  were 
formed  bands  combining  four  instruments — psaltery,  taoxet,  pipe*  and  haip^ 
The  ag^  of  David  and  Solomon  was  next  noticed.  David's  lesser  and  larger 
bands  sustained  the  Tabernacle  service  of  praise  without  cessation ;  and  on  great 
occasions,  such  as  the  three  feasts,  no  less  than  4,000  toc^  part.  Even  in  the 
times  of  decadence,  under  Nehemiahf  Jerusalem  was  still  a  centre  of  simg. 
Coming  to  New  Testament  times,  the  lecturer  dwelt  on  the  notices  of  musical 
instruments  by  our  Saviour,  and  by  SL  Paul,  and  St  John,  and  concluded  W 
urging  the  duty  of  consecrating  the  gift  of  music  to  the  praise  of  God.  Mui^ 
additional  interest  was  ^ven  to  the  prooeadings  by  the  performance  on  the  harp 
of  some  of  the  most  ancient  Hebrew  melodies,  the  charMster  of  wluch  strikingly 
confirmed  Mr.  Churton's  remarks  on  the  high  talent  for  music  among  tiie 
Jewish  people.  We  may  add  that  the  chair  was  appropriately  occupiM  by 
Mr.  John  Hullah,  to  whom,  as  well  as  to  the  lecturer,  a  vote  of  thanks  was 
passed  at  the  close. 

A  New  Hebrew  Work, — The  Univen  Jeraeiite  contains  a  notice  of  a  very 
important  commentary  by  R.  Hai  Geon,  on  the  mishnaic  "order''  of  Taharoth, 
lately  published  at  Berlin,  under  the  title  of  mrttu  t  rmffo  yip  in  which  the 
reviewer,  Herr  Kirchheim,  of  Frankfort,  informs  us  that  the  Rev.  Dr.  Adler  has 
done  much  for  the  correction  of  the  defective  manuscript  from  which  the  work 
was  edited. 

A  curious  Legend  concerning  Fetnu. — To  the  same  work  are  appended  seversl 
ancient  Pyutim.  We  translate  a  portion  of  Herr  Kirchheim*s  remarks  on  them : 
"  The  introduction  of  Atha-conanta,  communicated  by  Luzzato  in  the  Orient  of 
1851,  p.  221,  from  a  manuscript  sidur  of  1301,  is  not  reproduced  in  this  edition, 
probably  because  it  is  said  that  mbp9  Hvoe — Petrus,  as  he  is  called  there—was 
the  author,  it  having  been  composed  by  him  during  his  imprisonment  at  Rome, 
in  order  to  shew  that  he  did  not  believe  in  the  divinity  of  the  Kazarene.  The 
same  thing  is  said  of  R.  Sam  in  a  teshuba  of  the  Machsor  Yitrif  as  communi- 
cated by  Luzzato,  in  the  Kerem  Gbsmed^  iii.  p.  202.  That  there  is  some  truth 
in  this  legend,  is  also  attested  from  another  quarter.  In  the  library  of  our 
firiend,  Herr  Meyer  B.  Goldaohmidt,  is  a  Sidur,  IBnhag  2Voye«,  composed  by 
R.  Menachem,  and  arranged  by  his  disciple,  Yehudah  ben  Elliezer,  author  of  the 
work  Daaik  Sekemm."  On  tlM  margin  of  the  Sidur  is  a  commentary  from  an 
anonymous  hand,  in  whidi  it  is  stated,  in  the  portion  referring  to  the  Nismath, 
*ib  fiDT  ^  19  noon  ID*  MD*o  1  p9QV7  TTB)  3pv*  VI  TTTBT  la^ns  ^ocM)  *^  I  havc 
heard  firom  our  master,  R.  Yehudah,  son  of  R.  Yakob,  that  R.  Simeon,  son  of 
Oai^ha,  composed  the  prayer  of  Nishmath  as  far  as,  *  Mee  Yedmah  loch.'  "•— 
Jewieh  Chnmide, 

Ouriow  Works. — Two  curious  works  have  lately  been  published  on  the  C9on- 
tinent.  The  one  is  a  Hebrew  translation  of  the  Koran,  published  at  LeipEig ; 
the  other  entitled  ^^rpoon  trw  IDD,"  likewise  in  Hebrew,  published  at  Vienna, 
and  composed  b^  a  Jewish  physician.  Dr.  Barasch,  as  a  kind  of  oydopsdia  con- 
taining  the  outhnes  of  all  sciences. 
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Jevoiah  Marriage. — An  interesting  ceremony  lately  took  place  in  the  Jewish 
Synagogue,  Seel-street,  on  the  occasion  of  the  marriage  of  two  members  of  the 
Hebrew  faith.  They  were  married  by  the  Rev.  D.  M.  Isaacs,  minister  of  the 
new  synagogue.  There  was  considerable  excitement  in  Bold-street  during  the 
morning,  and  more  especially  so  when  the  bridal  party,  who  occupied  six  car- 
riages, set  out  for  the  synagogue.  Whether  the  synagogue  was  in  its  ordinary 
or  extraordinary  adornment  is  more  than  we  know,  but  it  was  very  elegantly 
decorated.  The  hangings  around  the  walls  were  of  crimson  and  gold,  and  the 
▼estry  appeared  to  be  appropriately  decorated.  In  the  centre  of  the  synagogue, 
between  the  reader's  desk  and  the  place  representing  the  holy  place,  a  canopy 
was  erected  on  ebony  standards,  around  wlidch  flowers  were  wreathed,  and  the 
whole  was  surmounted  with  a  crimson  and  gold  curtain  edged  with  gold  fringe, 
under  which  the  marriage  was  to  take  place.  The  synagogue  was  densely 
crowded,  and  all  who  were  present  were  much  interested  in  the  proceedings. 
The  service  commenced  as  soon  as  the  bridegroom,  bridesmaids,  and  bridesmen 
gatbered  round  the  desk,  where  prayers  Were  read  or  chanted  in  the  Hebrew 
tongue,  and  responded  to  by  the  Hebrews  present.  The  bridegroom  then  left 
the  syangogue,  boW  we  cannot  say,  and  the  prayers  were,  concluded.  Shortly 
afterwards,  the  doors  of  the  vestry  were  thrown  open,  and  the  bridegroom  made 
his  appearance  between,  as  we  supposed,  his  own  father  and  the  father  of  his 
intended  wife.  He  wore  A  white  scarf,  which  We  were  told  was  a  gift  of  the 
bride,  and  which  he  would  have  no  title  to  wear  again  until  death  shall  set  its 
imperishable  seal  upon  him,  when,  as  our  informant  stated,  it  will  be  wrapped 
around  him.  The  bride  was  subsequently  brought  in  between  two  of  her  own 
sex,  whom  we  understood  to  be  her  own  mother  and  the  mother  of  her  intended 
husband,  the  one  clasping  her  as  though  receiving  her  as  a  gift,  and  the  other 
holding  her  with  a  light  hand,  as  though  giving  her  away.  She  was  veiled,  and 
her  features  were  at  no  time  exposed  to  the  congregation,  though  a  ring  was 
put  on  herlfinger,  and  her  veil  was  raised  by  her  husl»ind.  A  silver  goblet  was 
given  to  the  parties  to  taste,  and  then  a  wine-glass  was  handed  round  to  the 
family  to  taste.  The  glass  was  then  thrown  violently  on  the  floor,  and  as  it 
broke  into  fragments  the  bridegroom  trod  them  under  ms  feet ;  the  silver  goblet, 
we  believe,  representing  community  of  property,  and  the  broken  glass  the 
brittleness  of  human  life ;  and  perhaps  further  signifying,  that  so  surely  as  the 
glass  could  never  be  restored  to  its  former  state,  so  binding  and  irrevocable  was 
the  marriage  contract  then  performed.  After  the  ceremony,  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Isaacs  gave  an  extemporary  address  to  the  newly-married  pair  as  to  their 
obligations,  which  was  remarkably  eloquent  and  pointed. — Liverpool  Paper. 

Moncutie  Libraries. — The  abbot  superintended  the  management  of  the  Scrip- 
torium, and  decided  upon  the  hours  for  their  labour,  during  which  time  they 
were  ordered  to  work  with  unremitting  diligence,  "not  leaving  to  go  and 
wander  in  idleness,"  but  to  attend  solely  to  the  business  of  transcribing.  To 
prevent  ^sthiction  or  interruption,  no  one  was  allowed  to  enter  except  the  abbot, 
the  prior,  the  sub-prior,  and  the  armarian ;  as  the  latter  took  charge  of  all  the 
materials  and  implements  used  by  the  transcribers,  it  was  his  duty  to  prepare 
and  give  them  out  When  required ;  he  made  the  ink,  and  cut  the  parchment 
ready  for  tise.  He  was  strictly  enjoined,  however,  to  exercise  the  greatest 
economy  in  supplying  these  precious  materials,  and  not  to  give  more  copies, 
"wee  artavos^  nee  cwteUos^  nee  searpeUoe,  nee  membranes ^^^  than  was  actually 
necessary,  or  than  he  had  computed  as  sufficient  for  tbe  woric;  and  what 
the  atmarian  gave  them  the  monkd  were  to  receive  without  contradiction  or 
contention. 

The  utmost  silence  prevailed  in  the  Scriptorium ;  rules  were  framed,  and 
written  admonitions  hung  on  the  walls,  to  enforce  the  greatest  care  And  diligence 
in  copying  exactly  from  the  originals.  In  Alcuin's  works,  we  find  one  of  these 
preserved ;  it  is  a  piece  inscribed,  "  Ad  Musoeum  libros  scrihentinm.^^ 

Other  means  were  resorted  to  besides  these  to  preserve  the  text  of  their  books 
immaculate ;  it  was  a  common  practice  for  the  scribe  at  the  end  of  his  copy,  to 
adjure  all  who  transcribed  from  it  to  use  the  greatest  care,  and  to  refrain  from 
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the  least  altentkm  of  wotd  or  flense.  Aathors  mote  espeeislly  followed  this 
oonzse ;  thus  at  the  end  of  some  we  find  snch  injonctions  as  this : — 

"  I  adjure  yon  who  shall  timnscribe  this  hook,  by  our  Lord  Jesns  Christ  and 
hy  his  glorioos  coming,  who  will  come  to  jndfe  the  quick  and  the  dead,  that 
you  compare  what  you  tranacrihe,  and  dUigenUy  ooneot  it  by  the  copy  from 
which  you  transcrilie  it— this  adjuration  also— and  insert  it  in  your  copy." 

The  Gonsuetudines  Canonicorum,  before  referred  to,  also  particuiarly  im- 
pressed this  upon  the  monks,  and  directed  that  all  the  brothers  who  were 
engaged  as  scribes,  were  not  to  alter  any  writing,  although  in  their  own  mind 
tiiey  might  think  it  proper,  without  first  receiying  the  sanction  of  the  abbot,  ^^on 
no  account  were  they  to  conmiit  so  great  a  presumption."  But  notwithstanding 
that  the  scribes  were  thus  enjoined  to  use  the  utmost  care  in  copying  books,  doubt- 
less an  occasional  error  crept  in,  which  many  causes  might  haye  produced,  such 
as  bad  light,  haste,  a  little  drowsiness,  imperfect  sight,  or  even  a  flickering 
lamp,  was  sufficient  to  produce  some  trivial  error ;  but  in  works  of  importance 
the  smallest  error  is  of  consequence,  as  some  future  scribe,  puxzled  by  the 
blunder,  mi^ht,  in  an  attempt  to  oorriMst,  still  more  augment  the  imperfection ; 
to  guard  agamst  this,  with  respect  to  the  Scriptures,  the  most  critical  care  was 
enforced.  Monks  adyanced'in  age  were  alone  allowed  to  transcribe  them,  and 
afier  their  completion  they  were  read,  reyised,  and  re-read  again,  and  it  is  by 
that  means  that  so  uniform  a  reading  has  been  preserred ;  and  although  slight 
differences  may  here  and  there  occur,  there  are  no  books  which  haye  trayersed 
through  the  shadows  of  the  dark  ages  that  preserye  their  original  text  so  pure 
and  uncorrupt  as  the  copies  of  the  Scriptures,  the  Fathers  of  the  Church,  and 
the  ancient  writings  of  the  classic  authors ;  sometimes,  it  is  true,  a  manuscript 
of  the  last  order  is  discoyered  possessing  a  yery  different  reading  in  some  parti- 
cular passage ;  but  these  appear  rather  as  futile  emendations  or  interpolations  of 
the  scribe  than  as  the  result  of  a  downright  blunder,  and  are  easily  perceiyable ; 
for  when  the  monkish  churchmen  tampered  with  ancient  copies,  it  generally 
originated  in  a  desire  to  smooth  oyer  the  indecencies  of  the  heathen  authors,  and 
so  render  them  less  liable  to  corrupt  the  holy  contemplations  of  the  deyotee ; 
and  while  we  blame  the  pious  fraud,  we  cannot  but  respect  the  motiye  that  dic- 
tated it. 

But  as  reg^ards  the  Scriptures,  we  talk  of  the  carelessness  of  the  monks  and 
the  interpolations  of  the  scribes  as  if  these  were  faults  peculiar  to  the  monastic 
ages  alone ;  alas  I  the  history  of  Biblical  transmission  teUs  us  differently ;  the 
gross  peryersions,  omissions,  and  errors  wrought  in  the  holy  text,  proclami  how 
preyaient  these  same  £ftults  haye  been  in  the  ages  of  printed  Uierahtre,  and  which 
appear  more  palpable  by  being  produced  amidst  deep  scholars,  and  surrounded 
with  all  the  critical  acumen  of  a  learned  age.  Fiye  or  six  thousand  of  these 
gross  blunders,  or  these  wilful  mutilations,  protest  the  unpleasant  £9ict,  and 
shew  how  much  of  human  grossness  it  has  acquired,  and  how  besmeared  with 
corruption  those  sacred  pag^s  haye  become  in  passing  through  the  hands  of  man, 
and  the  "  reyisines  "  of  sectarian  minds.  I  am  tempted  to  illustrate  this  by  an 
anecdote  related  by  Sir  Nicholas  TEstrange,  of  Huntstanton,  and  preseired  in  a 
MS.  in  the  Harleian  collection : — **  Dr.  Usher,  Bishop  of  Armagh,  being  to 
preach  at  Panles  Crosse,  and  passing  hastily  bpr  one  of  the  stationers,  called  for 
a  Bible,  and  had  a  little  one  of  the  London  edition  giyen  him  out,  but  when  he 
came  to  looke  for  his  text,  that  yery  yerse  was  omitted  in  the  print ;  which  gaye 
the  first  occasion  of  complaint  to  the  king  of  the  insufferabk  negligence  and 
insufficience  of  the  London  printers  and  presse,  and  bredde  that  great  con- 
test that  followed,  betwixt  the  uniyersity  of  Cambridge  and  London  stationers, 
about  printing  of  the  Bibles."  Gross  and  numerous  indeed  were  the  errors  of 
the  corrupt  Bible  text  of  that  age,  and  far  exceedine  eyen  the  blunders  of 
monkish  pens,  and  certainly  much  less  excusable,  for  in  those  times  they 
seldom  had  a  large  collection  of  codices  to  compare,  so  that  by  studying  their 
yarious  readings,  they  could  arriye  at  a  more  certain  and  authentic  yersion. 
The  paucity  of  the  sacred  yolnme,  if  it  rendered  their  pens  more  liable  to  err, 
seryed  to  enforce  upon  them  the  necessity  of  still  greater  scrutiny.  On  looking 
oyer  a  monastic  catalogue,  the  first  yolume  that  I  search  for  is  the  Bible ;  and  I 
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feel  far  more  diBappointment  if  I  find  it  not  there,  than  I  do  at  the  absence  of 
Horace  or  Ovid — ^there  is  something  sp  desolate  in  the  idea  of  a  Christian  priest 
without  the  Book  of  Life— of  a  minister  of  God  without  the  fountain  of  truth — 
that  however  favourably  we  may  be  prone  to  regard  them,  a  thought  will  arise 
that  the  absence  of  this  sacred  book  may  perhaps  be  referred  to  the  indolence  of 
the  monkish  pen,  or  to  the  laxity  of  priestly  piety.  But  such  I  am  clad  to  say 
was  not  often  the  case ;  the  Bible,  it  is  true,  was  an  expensive  book,  but  can 
scarcely  be  regarded  as  a  rare  one :  the  monastery  was  indeed  poor  that  had  it 
not,  and  when  once  obtained  the  monks  took  care  to  speedify  transcribe  it. 
Sometimes  they  only  possessed  detached  portions,  but  when  this  was  the  case, 
they  ^nerally  borrowed  of  some  neighbouring  and  more  fortunate  monastery, 
the  missinff  parts  to  transcribe,  and  so  complete  their  own  copies.  But  all  this 
did  not  make  the  Bible  less  loved  among  them,  or  less  anxiously  and  ardently 
studied;  they  devoted  their  days,  and  the  long  hours  of  the  night,  to  the 
perusal  of  those  pages  of  inspired  truth,  and  it  is  a  calumny  without  the  shadow 
of  foundation  to  declare  that  the  monks  were  careless  of  Scripture  reading ;  it  is 
true  thev  did  not  apply  that  vigour  of  thought,  and  unrestramed  reflection  upon 
it,  which  mark  the  labours  of  the  more  modem  student,  nor  did  they  often  ven- 
ture to  interpret  the  hidden  meaning  of  the  holy  mysteries  by  the  powers  of 
their  own  mind,  but  were  guided  in  this  important  matter  by  the  works  of  the 
fathers. — BtbUamama  in  the  Middle  Ages, 

An  Ahifmnian  LUtrary, — *  *  *  Accompanied  by  a  still  increasing  num- 
ber of  these  wild  priests  we  traversed  the  shady  garden,  and  came  to  a  building 
with  a  flat  roof,  which  stood  in  the  south-east  comer  of  the  enclosure,  and  close 
to  the  outer  waU.  This  was  the  college  or  consistory  of  the  Abyssinian  monks. 
....  This  room  was  also  their  library,  and  on  my  remarking  the  number  of 
books  which  I  saw  around  me,  they  seemed  proud  of  their  collection,  and  told 
me  that  there  were  not  many  such  libraries  as  this  in  their  country.  There 
were  perhaps  nearly  fifty  volumes,  and  as  the  entire  literature  of  Abyssinia 
does  not  include  more  tlum  double  that  number  of  works,  I  could  easily  imagine 
that  what  I  saw  around  me  formed  a  very  considerable  accumulation  of  manu- 
scripts, considering  the  barbarous  state  of  the  country  from  which  they  came. 

The  disposition  of  the  manuscripts  in  this  library  was  very  original.  I  have 
had  no  means  of  ascertaining  whether  all  the  libraries  of  Abyssinia  are  arranged 
in  the  same  style.  The  room  was  about  twenty-six  feet  long,  twenty  wide,  and 
twelve  high ;  the  roof  was  formed  of  the  trunks  of  palm  trees,  across  which 
reeds  were  laid,  which  supported  the  mass  of  earth  and  plaster,  of  which  the 
terrace  roof  was  composed ;  the  interior  of  the  walls  was  plastered  white  with 
lime;  the  windows,  at  a  good  height  from  the  eround,  were  unglazed,  but  were 
defended  with  bars  of  iron- wood  or  some  other  hard  wood ;  the  door  opened  into 
the  garden,  and  its  lock,  which  was  of  wood  also,  was  of  that  peculiar  constmc** 
tion  which  has  been  used  in  Egypt  from  time  immemorial.  A  wooden  shelf  was 
carried  in  the  Egyptian  style  round  the  walls,  at  the  height  of  the  top  of  the 
door,  and  on  this  shelf  stood  sundry  platters,  bottles,  and  dishes,  for  the  use  of 
the  community.  Underneath  the  sheu  various  long  wooden  pegs  projected  from 
the  wall ;  they  were  each  about  a  foot  and  a  half  long,  and  on  them  hung  the 
Abyssinian  manuscripts,  of  which  this  curious  library  was  entirely  composed. 

The  books  of  Abyssinia  are  bound  in  the  usual  way,  sometimes  in  red  leather 
and  sometimes  in  wooden  boards,  which  are  occasionally  elaboratel^r  carved  in 
rude  and  coarse  devices ;  they  are  then  enclosed  in  a  case,  tied  up  with  leather 
thongs ;  to  this  case  is  attached  a  strap  for  the  convenience  of  carrying  the 
Yolume  over  the  shoulders,  and  by  these  straps  the  books  were  hung  to  the 
wooden  pegs,  three  or  four  on  a  peg,  or  more  if  the  books  were  small ;  their 
usual  size  was  that  of  a  small,  very  thick  quarto.  The  appearance  of  the  room, 
fitted  up  in  this  style,  toeether  with  the  presence  of  various  long  staves,  such 
ad  the  monks  of  all  the  Oriental  churches  lean  upon  at  the  time  of  prayer,  re"* 
sembled  less  a  library  than  a  barrack  or  guard-room,  where  the  soldiers  had 
hung  their  Imapsaoks  and  oartridge-bo^es  agaiust  the  wall. 

All  the  meiobers  of  this  Church  militant  could  read  fluently  out  of  their  owu 
VOL.    V. — NO.    IX.  R 
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books,  which  is  more  than  the  Copts  coald  do  in  whose  motBastery  they  were 
sojoaming.  Two  or  three,  with  whom  I  spoke,  were  intelligent  men,  sluoagli 
not  much  enlightened  as  to  the  aflbirs  of  this  world :  the  perfume  of  their  leather 
garments  and  oily  bodies  was,  however,  rather  too  powerfnl  for  my  olfactory 
nerves,  and  after  making  a  slight  sketch  of  their  library  I  was  glad  to  escape 
into  the  open  air  of  the  beantifof  garden,  where  I  Inxnriated  in  the  shade  of  the 
palms  and  the  pomegranates.  The  strtnge  costomes  and  wild  appearance  of 
these  black  monks,  and  the  onrioas  arrangement  of  their  fibrarr,  the  imeonth 
sounds  of  their  sinking  and  howling,  and  the  clash  of  their  cymbals  in  the  an- 
cient convent  of  the  Natron  lakes,  formed  a  scene  as  I  believe  few  Europeans 
have  witnessed. 

The  labour  required  to  write  an  Abyssinian  book  is  immense,  and  sometimes 
many  years  are  consumed  in  the  premmition  of  a  single  volume.  They  are  al- 
most all  written  upon  skins ;  the  only  one  not  written  upon  vellom  that  I  have 
met  with  is  in  my  own  possession ;  it  is  on  oharta  bombycina.  The  ink  which 
they  use  is  composed  of  gum,  lampMack,  and  water.  It  is  jet  black,  and  keeps 
its  colour  for  ever :  indeed,  in  this  respect  all  Oriental  inks  are  infinit^y  supe- 
rior to  ours,  and  they  have  the  additional  advantage  of  not  being  corrosive  or 
injurious  either  to  tne  pen  or  paper.  Their  pen  is  the  reed  oommofnly  used  in 
the  East,  only  the  nib  is  made  sharper  than  that  which  is  required  to  write  the 
Arabic  character.  The  ink-horn  is  usually  the  small  end  of  a  cow's  horn,  which 
is  stuck  into  the  ground  at  the  feet  of  the  scribe.  In  the  most  ancient  Greek 
freecoes  and  iUuminations  this  kind  of  ink-horn  is  the  one  generally  represented, 
and  it  seems  to  have  been  usually  inserted  in  a  hole  in  the  writing-desk ;  no 
writing-desk,  however,  is  in  use  among  the  children  of  Habesh.  Seated  npon 
the  ground,  the  square  piece  of  thick  greasy  veUnm  is  held  upon  the  knee  or  on 
the  palm  of  the  left  hand. 

The  Abyssinian  alphabet  consists  of  eight  times  twenty-six  letters,  208  cha- 
racters in  all,  and  these  are  each  written  distinctly  and  separately  like  the  letters 
of  a  European  nrinted  book.  They  have  no  cursive  writing ;  each  letter  is 
therefore  paintea,  as  it  were,  with  the  reed  pen,  and  as  the  scribe  finishes  each 
he  usually  makes  a  horrible  face  and  g^ves  a  triumphant  flourish  with  his  pen. 
Thus  he  goes  on  letter  by  letter,  and  Mfore  he  gets  to  the  end  of  the  first  line 
he  is  pro^bly  in  a  perspiration  from  his  nervous  apprehension  of  the  importance 
of  his  undertaking.  One  page  is  a  good  day's  work,  and  when  he  has  done  it, 
he  generally,  if  he  is  not  too  stiff,  follows  the  custom  of  all  little  Arab  hoys, 
and  swings  his  head  or  his  body  from  %de  to  side,  keeping  time  to  a  sort  of  nasal 
recitative,  without  the  help  of  which  it  would  seem  that  few  can  read  even  a 
chapter  of  the  Koran,  although  they  may  know  it  by  heart. 

Some  of  these  manuscripts  are  adorned  with  the  quaintest  and  grimmest  il- 
luminations conceivable.  The  colours  are  composed  of  various  ochres.  In 
general  the  outlines  of  the  figures  are  drawn  first  with  the  pen.  The  paint 
brush  is  made  by  chewing  the  end  of  a  reed  till  it  is  reduced  to  filaments,  and 
then  nibblinff  it  into  a  proper  form :  the  paint  brushes  of  the  ancient  Egyptians 
were  made  m  the  same  way,  and  excellent  brooms  for  common  purposes  are 
made  at  Cairo  by  beating  the  thick  end  of  a  palm-branch  till  the  fibres  are  sepa- 
rated from  the  pith,  the  part  above,  which  is  not  beaten,  becoming  the  handle 
of  the  broom.  The  Abyssinian  having  nibbled  and  chewed  his  reed  till  he  thinks 
it  will  do,  proceeds  to  fill  up  the  snaces  between  the  inked  outlines  with  his 
colours.  The  Blessed  Virgin  is  usually  dressed  in  blue ;  the  complexion  of  the 
figures  is  a  brownish  red,  and  those  in  my  possession  have  a  curious  cast  of  the 
eyes,  which  gives  them  a  very  cunning  look.  St.  John,  in  a  MS.  which  I  have 
now  before  me,  is  represented  with  woolly  hair,  and  has  t-v^  marks  or  gashes 
on  each  side  of  his  face,  in  accordance  with  the  Abyssinian  or  Gralla  custom  of 
cutting  through  the  skin  of  the  face,  breast,  and  arms,  so  as  to  leave  an  inde- 
lible mark.  This  is  done  in  youth,  and  is  said  to  preserve  the  patient  from 
several  diseases.  The  colours  are  mixed  up  with  the  yolk  of  an  egg,  and  the 
numerous  mistakes  and  slips  of  the  brush  are  oorrected  by  a  wipe  nom  a  wet 
finger  or  thumb,  which  is  generally  kept  read^  in  the  arti8t^9  month  during  the 
operation ;  and  it  is  lucky  if^he  does  not  give  it  a  bite  in  the  agony  of  coraposi- 
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tion,  whan  with  sa  imsteady  band  the  eye  of  some  famoas  saint  is  smeared  all 
over  the  nose  hy  an  unfortunate  swerve  of  the  nihbled  reed. 

It  is  not  often,  however,  that  the  arts  of  drawing  and  painting  are  thus  ruth- 
lessly mangled  on  the  pages  of  their  books,  and  notwithstanding  the  disadvan- 
tages under  which  the  writers  labour,  some  of  these  manuscripts  are  beautifully 
written,  and  are  worthy  of  being  compared  with  the  best  specimens  of  callio- 
graphy  in  any  language.  I  have  a  MS.  containing  the  Bo(^  of  Enoch,  and 
several  books  of  the  Old  Testament,  which  is  remarkable  for  the  perfection  of 
its  writing,  the  straightness  of  the  lines,  and  equal  size  and  form  of  the  cha- 
racters throughout ;  probably  many  years  were  required  to  finish  it.  The  bind- 
ing is  of  wooden  boards  not  sawed  or  planed,  but  chopped  apparently  out  of  a 
tree  or  block  of  hard  wood,  a  task  of  patience  and  difficulty  which  gives  evi- 
dence of  the  enthusiasm  and  goodwill  which  have  been  displayed  in  the  produc- 
tion  of  a  work,  in  toiling  upon  whieh  the  pious  man  in  the  simplicity  of  his 
heart  doubtless  coBsidered  that  he  was  labounng  for  the  honour  of  the  Church, 
<id  majorem  Dei  gloriam.  It  was  this  feeling  which  in  the  middle  ages  produced 
all  those  glonoos  works  of  art  which  are  the  admiration  of  modem  times,  and 
its  total  Absence  now  is  de^ly  to  be  deplored  in  our  own  country. — Curzon^a 
*'  AndexU  Monatteries  of  the  East:' 

The  Vey  Laftkguage. — ^Hr.  Wilson,  who  regards  African  Catholicism  as  a 
failure,  and  African  Protestantism  as  a  triumph — not  without  adducing  reasons 
for  his  belief-— has  draym  up  a  full  account  of  the  na!tive  manners  and  supersti- 
tions. One  of  the  most  effective  of  his  arguments  in  support  of  the  idea  that 
the  African  race  is  progressive  and  improveable  is  derived  from  the  fact,  that 
the  Yey  people  have  recently,  of  their  own  impulse,  invented  an  alphabet.  If 
this  be  really  true — that  is,  if  the  suggestion  and  the  characters  were  not  sup- 
plied by  the  missionaries,  and  there  seems  no  ground  for  supposing  it — the 
circumstance  is  indeed  remarkable.  The  majority,  not  onlj  of  savage  tribes, 
but  of  half-barbalic  nations,  appear  to  have  exhausted  their  mgenuity  in  former 
eras.  When  is  a  new  invention  announced  from  Eastern  or  Northern  Asia  ? 
When  is  a  forgotten  art  recovered  by  Persians,  Hindoos,  or  Chinese  ?  The  Yey 
alphabet  10,  ibr  the  most  part,  original,  though  it  contains  the  arrow-head,  and  a 
letter  like  the  Greek  Y,  with  a  distinct  B  and  E,  the  Arabic  numeral  5,  widi 
other  familiar  siffns,  derived,  no  doubt,  from  the  Europeans  on  the  coast,  and 
from  the  Mandi^goes,  who  use  tiie  Arabw  tongue.  The  Yeyan  is  now  a 
printed  language. — Athenaefum, 

The  Kaffir  2/afMfMigpd.-«Amongst  barbarous  tribes  no  language  is  to  be  found 
to^rior  to  the  Kaffir,  in  precision  of  expression,  order,  regularity,  and  system. 
It  18  beautifully  soft  and  melodious  in  sound,  and  more  resembles  the  modem 
Italian  in  this  respect  than  an^  other  known,  it  is  usually  spoken  very  slowly 
by  the  natives ;  their  enunciation  being  distinct,  and  their  musical  and  pleasing 
voices  being  modul«bed  by  the  use  of  well-timed  cadences  and  pauses,  it  is  also 
woarthy  of  remark  tint,  as  an  invariable  rule,  this  language  is  correctly  spoken 
by  eoery  class  of  the  community ;  which  is  perhaps  not  the  case  with  any  of  our 
Emsopeaa  tongues.  As  a  general  rule,  a  Ejiffir  will  never  be  heard  using  an 
ungrammaticS  expression ;  and,  not  only  so,  but  they  always  connect  together 
tim  wor^  and  sentences  in  such  a  manner  as  to  preserve  tne  proper  system  of 
alfiteration  throughout  the  same  proposition.  In  the  formation  of  the  Kaffir 
^alect  much  of  its  admired  softness  and  melody  is  produced  by  the  multiplicity 
of  vowels  that  are  used.  This  language  is  wholly  without  a  literature,  being 
nurely  colloquial ;  but,  as  such,  it  is  penect  and  pure.  Its  origin  is  unknown ; 
out  several  of  the  derivatives  of  the  words  are  easily  traceable  to  the  Arabic  and 
fiebPBw  tongues.  The  *^  ^wa,"  yes,  is  used  alike  by  Arabs  and  Kaffirs.  So 
also  "  Aie^"  no.  Kafr  itself  is  a  word  of  Arabic  root.  On  many  accounts  there 
are  good  grounds  for  believing  that  the  Kaffirs  were  of  Ishmaelitish  descent ; 
and,  consequently,  that  they  are  of  the  same  origin  as  many  of  the  tribes  of 
Arabia.— jFW»n^«  SotOhem  Africa. 
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BtNiafhsca  OMiea,--rht  Idea  which  the  well-known  IMrtOewr  C.  G.  Von 
Marx  presented  to  the  pahlic  in  1804,  in  his  prospectus  of  a  <'  BiUiotheca 
Glottica"— that  is,  a  list  of  all  the  grammars  and  yocabnlaries  of  the  different 
langnages  of  the  world,  written  and  published — ^will  be  realized  soon  by  the 
linguistic  booksellers  par  exceUenoB,  Trubner  and  Co.,  of  London.  The  first 
Tolume  of  their  BtUioiheea  OloUica^  containing  a  catalogue  raisonnf  of  worlcs 
relating  to  the  languages  of  the  American  Contment,  by  one  of  our  most  learned 
and  inaustrious  New  York  lawyers,  Mr.  Hermann  £.  Ludewig,  author  of  "  The 
Literature  of  American  Local  History,"  etc.,  is  nearly  ready,  and  will  be  pub- 
lished in  London  on  the  15th  of  December.  From  an  examination  of  the  ^od- 
aheets  of  this  interesting  bibliographical  work,  we  can  state  that  it  contains,  in 
three  hundred  and  forty- fiye  articles,  all  the  known  yocabularies,  grammars,  and 
fframmatical  notices  published  or  known  to  exist,  of  so  many  of  the  Aboriginal 
unguages,  and  of  about  three  hundred  of  the  dialects  of  this  Continent.  ETen 
where  only  a  few  words  of  a  language  or  dialect  are  known,  due  reference  is 
made  to  tne  book  where  they  are  to  be  found;  and  there  are  made  orer  two 
thousand  quotations  of  separate  words,  articles,  or  obseryations  on  American 
langpiages.  Until  recently,  by  the  most  accurate  and  diligent  researches  of 
Vater  and  others  (1816  to  18472,  we  had  such  notices  of  only  two  hundred  and 
eleyen  American  languages.  The  study  of  philology  has,  howeyer,  made  great 
progress  in  recent  years;  so  that  by  oiligent  research  the  author- of  the  forth- 
commg  work  has  probably  made  it  a  nearly  complete  suryey  of  this  field. 
Triibner  and  Co.  intend  to  publish  other  yolumes  on  the  African,  Pol^esian, 
Asiatic,  and  European  languages.  The  aid  of  some  of  our  own  linguists  has 
been  solicited  for  the  African,  and  we  may  hope  for  a  work  in  regard  to  these 
languages  also,  which  will  be  honourable  to  American  scholarBmp. — Extract 
from  the  New  York  HerM,  Dec,  2, 1856. 

Cicero  on  ImmortdiUy, — The  latest  expression  of  Cicero's  opinions  on  the 
immortality  of  the  soul,  for  he  means  that  by  the  words  "  ad  aliqnam  mei  partem 
pertinebit,"  is  in  the  De  SenechOe^  c.  21,  etc.  After  giying  the  opinions  of 
Plato  and  Xenophon,  which  are  those  of  Socrates,  on  the  immortaUty  of  the 
soul,  he  comes  to  the  Romans  (eh.  23) ;  and  he  says  that  the  great  men  whom 
he  there  speaks  of,  would  neyer  haye  done  what  they  did,  if  they  had  not  men- 
tally seen  "  that  posterity  or  future  ages  appertained  to  them"  (ad  se  pertinere); 
for  which  I  find  no  translation,  and  therefore  I  use  a  Latin  word.  He  then  says, 
"  An  censes,  ut  de  me  ipso  aliquid  more  senum  glorier,  me  tantos  labores  dinnios 
noctumosque  domi  militiseque  suscepturum  fuisse,  si  iisdem  finibns  gloriam 
meam  quibos  yitam  essem  terminaturus  ?  "  It  is  old  Cato  who  is  speaking,  bat 
Cicero  puts  the  words  in  his  mouth.  This  passage,  and  the  others  that  have 
been  referred  to,  mark  the  character  of  Cicero's  practical  philosophy.  If  his 
glory  was  to  end  with  his  life,  would  it  not  have  been  better,  he  says,  to  spend 
a  life  of  indolence  ?  The  motive  for  action  is  men's  praise,  a  word,  a  breath; 
praise  that  shall  surriye  his  life,  and  of  which  he  shall  some  way  be  conscions. 
The  utmost  he  could  imag^e  of  another  existence  was  a  perpetual  consciousness 


of  men's  talk  about  him.  He  adds  a  few  other  things  (be  Sen.,  c  23),  but  this 
is  the  leading  idea  there,  and  here  it  is  eyerything.  A  meaner,  more  pitiable 
notion  cannot  be  imagined ;  and  we  should  do  wrong  to  old  Cato's  memory  and 
the  illustrious  Romans  of  Rome's  heroic  age,  to  attribute  to  them  the  same 
mean  motives  that  Cicero  attributes  to  himself.  The  approbation  of  the  good  is 
a  motive  to  action ;  and  the  belief  that  when  a  man  is  gone,  if  he  is  remem- 
bered, he  will  be  honourably  remembered,  is,  as  Gcero  says,  a  pleasing  thought 
to  him.  But  a  man  may  labour  honestly  and  well  without  getting  anybody's 
approbation,  and  he  will  often  get  many  men's  censure  and  abuse  both  while  he 
is  living  and  after  he  is  dead.  What  then  remains  ?  Why  to  follow  Antoninns' 
advice,  and  to  do  what  you  believe  to  be  right,  and  not  to  trouble  yourself  about 
what  people  may  say  of  you  either  now  or  after  you  are  dead.  Remember  how 
soon  you  are  forgotten.  The  greatest  live  only  a  short  time  in  men's  memo- 
ries ;  and  they  are  often  remembered  as  much  tor  the  bad  they  have  done  as  for 
the  good.    The  Stoics  had  a  higher  standard  than  Cicero.    They  found  a  motite 
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for  activity  and  duty  in  living  conformably  to  Nature,  for  the  constitution  of 
man's  nature  shews  him  what  he  should  do.  Accordingly  the  Stoics  could 
found  a  morality  independent  of  the  belief  in  a  future  existence,  for  they  were 
divided  m  opinion  on  the  immortality  of  the  soul ;  but  this  did  not  make  any 
disagreement  among  them  as  to  what  a  man  should  do  and  should  not  do  in  this 
life.  Butler,  who  argues  that  acquired  habits  of  virtue  and  self-government 
may  be  necessary  for  the  regulation  of  the  particular  affections  in  a  rature  state, 
adds :  **  However,  though  we  were  not  to  take  in  this  supposition  (of  the  affec- 
tions remaining  in  a  future  state),  but  to  speak  only  in  general,  the  thing  really 
comes  to  the  same.     For  habits  of  virtue,  thus  acquired  by  discipline,  are  im- 

Erovements  in  virtue;  and  improvement  in  virtue  must  be  advancement  in 
appiness,  if  the  government  of  the  world  be  moral. — Long's  Cicero, 
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When  viewed  from  without  its  own  circle,  and  by  those  not 
prepossessed  in  its  favour,  Christianity  certainly  exhibits  some 
inexplicable  phenomena.  Perhaps  we  ought  rather  to  say  Chris- 
tendom than  Christianity,  since  it  is  not  the  divine  system  esta- 
blished by  Christ  and  defined  in  the  New  Testament,  but  that 
system  as  seen  in  its  combination  with  hum^n  elements  which 
perplexes  and  scandalizes  the  beholder.  When  considered  in 
itself  and  in  its  origin,  it  is  true  that  the  religion  of  our  Lord 
has  its  mysteries,  and  that  mere  intellect  is  often  at  a  loss  to 
see  the  harmony  of  all  its  relations ;  but  this  kind  of  obscurity 
is  compatible  with  deep  reverence,  arising,  as  it  is  presumed  to 
do,  from  man^s  feebleness  when  placed  beside  the  grandeur  of  an 
Infinite  Mind.  But  the  phenomena  of  Christendom — of  the 
Church  in  conjunction  with  human  frailties,  prejudices,  and  errors, 
are  often  more  adapted  to  cause  contempt  than  admiration,  and 
to  repel  by  their  folly  than  attract  by  their  grandeur  and  sub- 

^  \.  An  Exposition  of  the  Book  of  the  Revelation,  By  W.  De  Burgh,  B.D., 
author  of  "  Lectures  on  the  Second  Advent."  Fifth  Edition,  revised  and  enlarged. 
Dublin :  Hodges  and  Co.     1857.     18mo.     pp.  444. 

2.  Israel  in  the  Apocalypse ;  or,  an  Examination  of  the  Revelation^  with  a  view 
to  discover  in  Israel  and  her  Enemies  the  Key  to  its  Interpretation,  By  the  Rev. 
G.  E.  "Winslow,  M.D.,  Rector  of  Alexton,  etc.,  Leicestershire.  London:  Partridge 
and  Co.     1857.     18mo.    pp.  454. 

3.  The  Nature  and  Purpose  of  God,  as  revealed  in  the  Apocalypse,  Edinburgh  : 
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limity.  Human  pride^  and  passion^  and  self-conceit,  and  ignor- 
ance,  have  so  mixed  themselves  np,  in  many  cases,  with  the 
modest,  calm,  lowly,  and  intelligent  institution  founded  by  Christ 
and  his  apostles,  that  it  requires  the  hand  of  a  devoted  friend  to 
separate  the  precious  from  the  vile,  to  see  the  jewel  through  its 
rough  exterior,  to  sift  the  chaff  from  the  wheat.  It  is  a  very 
serious  matter  indeed  that  Christianifcy  has  always  had  to  con- 
tend more  against  the  obstacles  presented  by  friends  than  by 
avowed  enemies,  and  that,  according  to  our  Lord's  statement  on 
another,  though  similar  connexion,  its  foes  have  been  of  its  own 
household. 

Christianity  has  always  excited  mental  activity,  and  has  pro- 
duced more  liooks,  probably,  than  all  the  false  religions  of  the 
whole  world  put  together.  Those  who  love  the  spiritual  Zion, 
and  who  can  discern  the  fair  beauty  of  the  Church  in  spite  of 
all  human  accretions,  while  they  are  sensible  of  the  mass  of  folly 
which  many  of  these  books  contain,  can  foi^ve  it  for  the  sake 
of  the  noble  and  all  but  inspired  treatises  which  are  found  in 
others.  But  as  folly  is  noisy  and  on  the  surface,  while  virisdom 
is  retiring  and  gentle,  it  follows  that  the  attention  of  the  world 
is  more  drawn  to  the  weaknesses  of  the  Church  than  to  its 
greatness  and  strength,  to  its  human  than  to  its  divine  side. 
Hence  the  inept,  the  faUadons,  and  the  false,  which  is  so  plainly 
seen  on  the  surfiice  of  the  literature  of  Christianity,  is  conti- 
nually strengthening  the  prejudices  of  its  opponents,  and  ren- 
dering its  predicted  glory  in  the  earth,  humanly  speaking,  more 
and  more  difficult.  What  an  obstacle  would  be  rolled  out  of  the 
way  of  the  progress  of  the  Gospel  of  our  Saviour  if  a  sponge 
could  wipe  out  from  human  books  and  human  memories  all  the 
nonsense  which  ignorant  piety  has  dared  to  put  forth  since  the 
invention  of  printing  I  What  blessed  results  would  ensue  if 
divines  who  preach  and  print  about  human  dq)ravity,  and  its 
stopping  the  wheels  of  the  chariot  of  the  Church,  would  but 
remember  that  nonsense  uttered  or  written  in  favour  of  sacred 
things  is  more  injurious  than  the  acute  objections  of  infidelity — 
that  a  silly  defender  or  expositor  of  Christian  truth  is  &r  more 
dangerous  than  a  sensible  and  learned  scomer  I  Among  the 
mysterious  permissions  of  Divine  Providence  this  is  not  the  least, 
that  the  art  of  printing  should  be,  at  the  same  time,  a  mighty 
instrument  for  establishing  the  Gospel,  if  rightly  used,  and  yet, 
through  its  abuse  by  Christian  men,  one  of  the  most  formidable 
stumbling-blocks  in  its  pathway. 

In  surveying  the  productions  of  holv  men  of  old  who  spake 
as  they  were  moved  by  the  Holy  Ghost  for  the  edification  of  the 
Church,  we  find  some  of  them  written,  evidently,  for  all  time, 
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while  others,  apparently^  have  a  more  local  and  temporary  sig- 
nificance, and  only  yield  lessons  to  futurity  by  deduction  or  im- 
plication, mutatis  mutandis.  Some  few,  as  the  Canticles  and 
the  Apocalypse,  occupy  decidedly  a  more  mediate  position,  it 
being  doubtftd  whether  their  teaching  was  local  and  temporary, 
whether  it  extended  to  after  ages,  and  whether  its  sphere  of  in- 
fluence is  not  the  present  as  well  as  the  past.  Had  the  Bible 
been  formed  at  one  time  as  a  whole,  intended  professedly  in  all 
its  parts  as  a  book  of  laws  and  instructions  for  all  ages  of  the 
Church,  it  would  then  be  our  duty  to  treat  all  as  explicable,  and 
to  consider  obscurities  as  arising  from  our  own  dulness,  and  to 
be  remoyed  by  patient  and  industrious  study.  But  this  is  not 
the  fact  of  the  case,  the  separate  portions  of  the  Scriptures 
having  a  fragmentary  character,  with  but  little  interdependence 
in  many  instances.  The  Psalms  and  Gospels  have  the  character 
of  complete  compilations,  selected  and  arranged  with  care  for 
use  in  all  time  and  by  all  believers  in  divine  revelation ;  the 
book  of  Buth  would  seem  to  be  important  principally  as  unfold- 
ing the  links  of  the  genealogy  of  David,  and,  through  him,  of 
the  Messiah ;  while  the  Apocalypse,  like  the  prophecies,  has  the 
aspect  of  a  composition  relating  to  matters  either  fulfilled  or  yet 
to  be  brought  to  pass  in  the  Church's  history.  In  other  words, 
while  '^  all  Scripture  is  given  by  inspiration  of  God,  and  is  pro- 
fitable for  doctrine,  for  reproof,  for  correction,  for  instruction 
in  righteousness,''  it  would  seem  that  these  ends  are  to  be  ac- 
complished in  dififerent  ways^  and  by  the  application  of  a  spi- 
ritual common^sense  and  discernment  recognizing  things  which 
differ,  and  able  to  distinguish  between  what  is  directly  didactic 
and  what  teaches  only  by  inference  and  deduction.  There  surely 
is  a  marked  distinction  between  the  ethical  character  of  our 
Lord's  sermon  on  the  mount,  the  decisions  of  the  council  at 
Jerusalem,  and  the  mysterious  imagery  of  the  Apocalypse;  for 
the  first  is  entirely  moral  and  didactic,  and  cannot  be  affected 
by  any  lapse  of  time;  the  second  only  teach  by  implication,  the 
circumstances  which  occasioned  the  apostolic  decrees  not  now 
existing;  while  the  third  is  involved  in  an  obscurity  which  no 
amount  of  research  has  yet  been  able  to  pierce.  But  even  in 
the  case  of  portions  of  Holy  Scripture  which  have  long  since 
accomplished  their  direct  purpose,  the  ^^  instruction  in  righteous- 
ness" predicated  of  the  whole  collection  holds  good,  since  me- 
ditation on  Gt)d's  dealings  of  old  can  never  be  unprofitable  to 
good  men. 

It  seems  to  us  that  an  obliviousness  of  this  distinction  between 
the  direct  and  indirect  teaching  of  Holy  Writ  is  the  source  of  a 
large  part  of  the  folly  which  we  have  ventured  to  attribute  to 
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biblical  ficribes,  whose  Incnbratioiis  so  often  distress  tbe  plain 
Christian^  amuse  the  iBdifferent,  and  afford  an  unholy  triumph 
to  the  enemy.  As  long  as  men  will  treat  the  whole  Bible  as 
equally  susceptible  of  interpretation  in  all  its  parts^  and  as 
equally  important  in  every  chapter  and  verse  for  every  age^ 
whether  Jewish  or  Christian^  or  for  the  first  or  the  nineteenth 
century  of  our  era,  what  can  be  expected  to  result  but  the  con- 
founding of  things  that  differ^  a  disregard  and  abnegation  of  that 
proportion  and  harmony  by  which  the  words  as  well  as  the  works 
of  God  must  be  expected  to  be  distinguished  ?  When  we  read 
the  words  of  our  Lord,  "  I  say  unto  you,  love  your  enemies," 
etc.,  we  have  a  practical  duty  which  can  never  cease  to  be  bind- 
ing as  long  as  malignant  feelings  are  capable  of  dwelling  in  the 
human  breast ;  but  when  we  find  it  stated  in  the  book  of  the 
Revelation  that  the  locusts  ^'  had  hair  as  the  hair  of  women,  and 
their  teeth  were  as  the  teeth  of  lions,^'  we  surely  are  not  called 
to  a  minute  inspection  of  the  figure  as  though  we  in  this  age  of 
the  world  could  either  find  out  the  exact  meaning,  or  could 
derive  any  "  doctrine  or  reproof  or  correction  ^'  from  it  even  if 
understood.  Yet  one  half  the  religious  books  which  are  written 
proceed  in  entire  forgetfulness  of  what  would  seem,  at  first  sight, 
to  be  so  plain  and  indisputable.  Scripture  is  appealed  to,  not  in 
that  discreet  way  which  recognizes  the  distinctions  of  time, 
place,  the  intention  of  the  writer,  and  the  circumstances  of  those 
addressed,  but  as  though  every  verse  and  every  word,  from  Moses 
to  St.  John,  were  equally  applicable  to  us  and  binding  upon  us. 
In  no  department  of  biblical  literature  have  these  plain  prin- 
ciples of  interpretation  been  so  signally  neglected  as  in  that  relat- 
ing to  the  Apocalypse.  That  there  was  a  time  when  that  myste- 
rious book  was  intelligible  to  the  Church  we  cannot  doubt,  for  it 
is  a  principle  with  us  that  no  portion  of  Holy  Scripture  was  with- 
out an  immediate  reference  and  application  at  the  time  of  its  ut- 
terance, whatever  remote  bearings  and  relations  it  might  also  pos- 
sess. When  therefore  the  Apocalypse  was  first  delivered,  in  writing, 
to  the  Church,  it  spoke  with  an  intelligible  voice,  and  taught 
appropriate  lessons  to  those  into  whose  hands  it  was  given,  so  as 
to  be  profitable  for  "doctrine,  or  correction  or  instruction  in 
righteousness."  We  do  not  mean  that  all  it  contained  was  un- 
derstood by  its  readers  or  hearers  :  far  from  it.  A  divine  reve- 
lation may  be  studiously  dark  in  its  expressions  and  details,  and 
yet  may  answer  most  important  purposes  in  the  spiritual  eco- 
nomy. The  early  chapters  of  the  Apocalypse  are  simple  and 
easily  understood  by  ourselves ;  much  more  must  they  have  been 
so  to  the  churches  of  Asia,  to  whom  allusions,  now  remote  and 
enigmatical  to  us,  were  references  to  facts  in  their  current  his- 
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tory.  Perhaps  the  prophetic  visions,  with  their  concrete  sym- 
bolism, were  less  explicit  to  them ;  yet  the  whole  design  of  the 
disclosures  was,  doubtless,  so  far  comprehended  as  to  have  a 
practical  bearing,  either  for  warning,  or  encouragement,  or  con- 
solation. We  may  be  mistaken ;  but  in  proportion  as  we  feel 
convinced  that  the  Revelation  was  the  work  of  St.  John,  given 
to  him  by  the  Alpha  and  Omega,  the  First  and  the  Last,  so  we 
are  sure  that  it  must  have  been  a  document  read  and  understood 
by  the  churches  entrusted  with  it :  if  not  in  all  its  minor  arrange- 
ments, yet  certainly  in  its  main  scope  and  design.  Most  judi- 
cious readers  will  coincide  with  the  following  remarks  of  Moses 
Stuart  on  this  very  topic  : — 

**  When  Paul  inscribes  his  epistles  to  the  Romans,  Corinthians,  Gala- 
tians,  Philippians,  etc.,  no  sober  critic  thinks  of  calling  in  question 
whether  the  respective  churches  which  he  addresses  had  a  real  existence, 
nor  whether  Pad  meant  that  what  he  said  in  these  cases  should  be  his- 
torically interpreted.  It  would  be  deemed  quite  a  superfluous  labour  to 
undertake  the  formal  task  of  indicating  such  an  interpretation.  Why 
should  not  the  same  principles  be  applied  to  the  Apocalypse,  which  is 
introduced  by  epistles  addressed  to  seven  different  churches,  aud  which 
purports  to  treat  of  matters  deeply  interesting  to  those  churches  ?  It  is 
agreed  on  all  hands  that  when  the  Apocalypse  was  written  there  were 
Christian  churches  at  Ephesus,  Smyrna,  Pergamos,  Thyatira,  Sardis,  Phi- 
ladelphia, and  Laodicea.  It  is  conceded  that  John  (whether  apostle  or 
presbyter),  who  names  himself  as  the  author  of  the  book,  lived  at  or  near 
Ephesus  about  this  period.  Whoever  he  was,  he  must  have  been  a  man 
of  conspicuous  character  and  great  influence.  Such  a  book  never  came 
from  any  ordinary  hand  or  commonplace  writer.  At  the  beginning  and 
end  of  his  work  he  earnestly  commends  it  to  the  most  solemn  and  diligent 
attention  of  the  churches  whom  he  addresses,  and  guards  carefully  against 
any  interpolations  or  abscissions  of  it.  All  this  looks  Hke  reality,  and  has 
at  least  the  appearance  of  much  earnestness  and  of  deep  interest  in  the 
welfare  of  the  churches.  Would  any  simple-minded  and  unsophisticated 
reader  ever  think  of  putting  all  this  to  the  account  of  mere  symbol  or  of 
profound  mysticism  ?  Never,  as  it  seems  to  me,  would  such  a  thought 
enter  his  mind.  It  is  only  after  the  body  of  the  work  has  been  read,  and 
many  symbolic  and  dark  and  difficult  passages  have  been  found  there, 
that  any  reader  begins  to  desire  some  mystic  exegesis  for  the  prologue 
and  epilogue  of  this  book."* 

If  then  we  presume  that  the  Apocalypse  accomplished  an 
important  purpose  in  the  Church,  in  its  early  ages,  is  it  an 
unreasonable  supposition  that  the  primary  and  chief  purpose  of 
that  portion  of  Scripture  was  answered  long  centuries  ago,  and 
that  its  present  use  to  the  Church  is  secondary  and  incidental, 

*  /i  Cominentary  on  the  Apocalypse,     London  :  Tegg.     1856.     p.  176. 
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like  some  portions  of  St.  Paul's  epistles,  and  many  parts  of  the 
Old  Testament  ?  Dark,  in  human  estimation^  as  were  the  scenes 
through  which  the  saints  of  the  Lord  passed  previous  to  the  time 
of  Constantine,  and  heavy  as  were  the  trials  to  which  their  faith 
was  exposed  by  losses,  imprisonment,  and  death,  is  it  too  much 
to  suppose  that  a  revdation  was  given  expressly  for  them,  which 
supported  their  courage,  and  revived  thdr  hopes  ?  If  so,  then 
the  Apocalypse  will  occupy  this  position  in  the  canon  of  Holy 
Scripture : — its  original  and  special  intention  is  fulfilled,  like  the 
sublime  message  sent  to  Hes^ah,  by  the  mouth  of  Isaiah,  on 
the  occasion  of  the  invasion  of  Sennacherib)  but,  like  that 
shorter  revelation  of  mercy,  it  remains  on  record  to  instruct  the 
Church  in  all  ages,  in  the  degree  in  which  its  statements  and 
allusions  can  be  understood  and  applied/  If  it  be  said,  in  oppo- 
sition to  this  view,  that  such  a  secondary  use  is  not  important 
enough  to  justify  so  large  a  portion  of  the  New  Testament  being 
admitted  into  the  canon,  we  altogether  deny  the  legitimacy  (^ 
such  an  argument.  It  is  false  on  two  grounds ;  firsts  because 
it  presumes  to  lav  down  a  rule  for  the  divine  operations  towards 
the  Church  which  no  mortal  has  any  right  to  do ;  and,  secondly , 
it  underrates  the  benefit  which  this  part  of  Holy  Writ  is  capable 
of  conferring  upon  all  ages,  in  this  its  presumed  lower  and 
secondary  application.  We  need  not  stay  to  prove  the  latter 
position,  for  we  are  sure  that  the  experience  of  thousands  of 
pious  persons  will  corroborate  our  opinion  when  we  say,  that 
apart  nrom  all  prophetic  reference  of  the  Apocalypse,  its  chap- 
ters are  admirably  suited  to  elevate  the  hope  of  a  Christian  man, 
both  as  to  his  own  interest  in  the  blessings  of  salvation  and  as 
to  the  sure  triumph  of  the  Church  at  lai^  over  all  qfiposition. 
While  many  grope  in  darkness  to  find  ^e  application  of  the 
parts  of  this  book  to  the  past,  the  present,  and  the  future,  there 
are  multitudes  who  refrain  firom  exercising  themselves  in  matters 
too  high  for  them,  and  simply  use  its  texts,  so  far  as  they  admit 
of  such  a  use,  for  their  own  comfort  and  edification. 

The  literary  history  of  the  Apocalypse  exactly  coincides  vrith 
the  view  we  have  rather  hinted  at  than  adopted  as  our  own.  Let 
it  be  granted  that  the  Revelation  given  to  St.  John  had  origi- 
nally and  principally  a  local  application,  and  we  can  then  account 
for  these  two  remarkable  facts : — ^that  the  early  Church  had  occa- 
sional doubts  respecting  its  canonicity,  and  that  no  study  and 

e  Perhaps  a  case  more  closely  parallel  would  be  the  visioRS  of  Ezekiel  reepectiiig 
the  holy  land  and  temple  in  the  last  chapters  of  his  prophecy.  If  those  minute  de- 
scriptions all  referred  to  the  second  temple  as  about  to  be  buUt  by  the  Hebrews,  the 
illustration  will  be  quite  in  point.  See  on  this  subject  a  review  of  Mk.  Waileigh's 
work  in  the  Notices  of  Books,  p.  451. 
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inveBtigation  have  ever  yet  been  able  to  apply  its  mysterious 
contents  to  the  illustration  of  history  with  any  certainty. 

I.  We  need  not  enter  upon  the  whole  question  of  the  canoni- 
ciiy  of  the  Apocalypse^  but  will  merely  state  what  appears  to  us 
to  be  a  tsust,  that  the  book  was  received  more  unhesitatingly  by 
the  very  early  Church  than  by  that  of  their  successors, — a  fact 
accounted  for  by  our  supposition  that  it  had  an  immediate  and 
local  reference.  Thus  there  are  allusions  to  the  Revelation  in 
the  Shepherd  of  Hermas,  probably  in  Ignatius ;  Papias,  as  we 
learn  at  second  hand,  considered  it  an  inspired  composition; 
Melito  of  Sardis  wrote  a  commentary  upon  it ;  Justin  Martyr 
quotes  it  as  the  work  of  St.  John  the  apostle;  while  Irerueus 
makes  direct  mention  of  it  in  two  places : — "  Sed  et  Joannes 
Domini  discipulus  in  Apocalypsi  sacerdotalem  et  gloriosum  regni 
videns  adventum;^'  and,  '^  Significavit  Joannes  Domini  disci- 
culus  in  Apocalypsi,  edisserens.^^  Many  more  early  testimonies 
niight  be  adduced,  but  these  are  enough  to  prove  that  imme- 
diately after  the  Apocalypse  was  published,  it  was  known  gene- 
rally in  the  Asiatic  churches  as  a  book  of  divine  authority,  and 
in  actual  use  for  the  edification  of  believers. 

This  being  the  case,  it  is  the  more  remarkable  that  after 
these  testimonies  had  been  borne  to  the  authenticity  of  the  Apo- 
calypse it  should  become  questioned  and  doubted,  if  not  denied, 
by  other  authorities.  Caius  of  Rome  ascribed  the  book  to  Cerin- 
thus;  and  although  his  dislike  of  Montanism  was  the  occasion 
of  this  statement,  yet  it  is  quite  impossible  he  could  have  made 
it  had  not  doubts  then  been  current  on  the  subject.  Dionysius 
of  Alexandria  would  not  allow  it  to  be  the  production  of  St.  John. 
But  Eusebius,  who  wrote  expressly  on  the  canon,  leaves  no  doubt 
on  our  minds  that  in  his  day  the  Apocalypse  had  gathered  around 
it  many  suspicions,  and  was  in  great  danger  of  being  robbed  of 
its  authority.  He  speaks  of  divers  views  being  taken  of  the 
matter,  wapd  roh  ttoXXocv,  by  the  many ;  and  almost  places  the 
Revelation  of  St.  John  among  the  controverted  books,  roi^ 
dpTtXeyofiipoi^ ;  and  although  a  doctrinal  bias  fnay  have  in- 
fluenced Eusebius,  and  made  him  hesitate  in  his  opinions,  he 
never  could  have  uttered  those  we  have  quoted  if  the  Apocalypse, 
like  St.  John^s  Gospel,  had  been  universally  and  undoubtingly 
received  by  the  Church.  Cyril  denied  its  canonicity  by  omitting 
it  from  the  list  of  those  books  which  he  admitted  to  have  that 
character.  And,  not  to  mention  more  cases  than  are  necessary 
for  our  argument,  the  apostolic  canons  omit  the  Apocalypse  from 
the  apostolic  writings,  and  the  apostolical  constitutions  ignore 
its  existence.  Equally  clear,  as  to  the  Apocalypse  having  been 
received  and  used  partially,  is  its  being  wanted  in  the  Pesdiito 
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Syriac  version  of  the  New  Testament ;  a  fact  on  whicli  mncli 
has  been  written  and  which  may  admit  of  different  explanations. 
But  all  the  phenomena  we  have  glanced  at  certainly  establisli 
the  position^  that,  from  some  cause  or  other,  while  most  of  the 
apostolic  writings  handed  down  to  us  were  always  admitted  as  of 
divine  authority,  the  Revelation  attached  to  itsdf  much  of  doubt 
and  perplexity,  not  so  much  in  the  first,  as  in  the  immediately 
following  centuries  of  the  Christian  era. 

We  think  there  is  overwhelming  evidence  that  St.  John 
the  Apostle  wrote  the  Revelation  as  seen  by  him  and  delivered 
to  him  in  Patmos,  and  this  fact  has  to  be  reconciled  with  the 
other,  that  its  canonicity  was  so  soon  and  so  extensively  doubted. 
Our  suggestion  is  (for  we  are  anxious  our  readers  should  remem- 
ber we  are  only  suggesting),  that  all  the  facts  of  the  case  are 
harmonized  by  the  hypothesis  that  the  book  was  intended  for 
the  churches  of  Asia  alone,  in  the  first  instance ;  that  it  an- 
swered a  glorious  purpose  in  their  history,  and  that  of  other 
churches  similarly  situated,  by  whom  its  allusions  and  imageiy 
and  general  design  were  well  understood;  that  afterwards  it 
ceased  to  be  read  in  proportion  as  that  design  was  less  manifest, 
until  at  length  its  authority  was  partly  questioned  and  partly 
denied.  But,  as  truth  always  prevails  in  the  end,  the  sifidng  of 
the  evidence  gradually  separated  the  incidental  from  what  was 
essential,  and  placed  the  genuineness  and  divine  authority  of  the 
book  on  an  impregnable  basis ;  and  although  it  has  accomplished 
its  prime  object  long  ago,  it  still  remains  to  teacli  us  many 
lessons  of  heavenly  wisdom  :  to  instruct  and  confirm  us  in  great 
doctrines,  to  shew  us  how  God  interfered  to  comfort  his  people 
in  their  tribulations,  and  to  shadow  forth  to  us  the  certain 
triumph  of  the  church  in  time  to  come. 

While  we  have  serious  objections  to  some  of  Moses  Stuart's 
statements  on  the  canon,  there  is  a  good  deal  of  practical  wisdom 
in  the  following  observations,  which,  although  originally  made 
on  the  Song  of  Solomon,  will  apply  equally  well  to  the  Apo- 
calypse:''— 

"  All  things  considered,  we  may  settle  down,  as  it  seems  to  me,  in 
the  conclusion,  that  the  Canticles  is  a  book  rather  to  be  regarded  in  the 
light  of  a  local  one,  and  adapted  to  partial  usage,  than  as  a  book  now, 
under  the  full  light  of  the  Gospel,  specially  adapted  to  our  use.  It  had 
its  day.  That  its  use  was  religions  I  cannot  doubt,  from  the  company  in 
which  it  is  found,  and  the  ordeal  through  which  it  has  passed  among  the 
founders  of  Christianity.     It  may  have  still  another  day  of  usefulness 

d  Critical  History  and  Defence  of  the  Old  Testament  Canon,    Lorimer's  edition. 
London,  1849.    p:  332. 
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among  the  Asiatics.  Let  us  not  disown  it,  nor  set  it  aside.  But  persons 
of  timid  consciences,  who  have  an  idea  that,  since  all  parts  of  Scripture 
are  inspired,  they  all  must  of  course  be  equally  useful,  may  be  set  free 
from  this  bondage.  Are  we  to  hold  that  the  sketches  of  tabernacle  and 
temple  buildings,  of  ritual  ordinances  and  customs,  and  catalogues  of 
names  and  places,  are  as  edifying  as  the  Epistle  to  the  Romans,  or  the 
Gospels,  or  the  Psalms?  If  we  answer  in  the  negative,  then  I  would 
ask,  whether,  in  other  compositions  once  adapted  to  the  state  of  things 
then  existing,  there  may  not  be  a  lack  of  former  usefulness,  since  the 
light  of  the  Gospel  has  become  fully  diffused  P  As  I  have  once  said,  I 
would  say  again,  may  not  a  star  which  once  shone  brightly  in  the  dim 
twilight  become  no  longer  visible  when  the  sun  is  shining  in  his  strength? 
But  why  should  we  deny  that  it  has  once  shone,  and  that  it  is  still  a 
star?" 

We  are  aware  of  some  objections  made  to  this  view,  which 
some  persons  will  think  very  strong,  if  not  insuperable,  and  we 
will  state  them.  It  is  thought  by  many,  indeed  such  is  the 
conventional  opinion,  that  the  Bible  is  an  organic  whole  in  such 
a  sense  that  every  part  of  it  is  equally  applicable  to  the  Church 
in  all  ages ;  and  they  therefore  object  to  any  relative  estimates 
of  its  different  parts,  even  as  they  would  object  to  its  being  used 
in  separate  portions,  either  in  public  or  private  instruction. 
This  opinion  is  so  in  conflict  vrith  both  facts  and  reasoning  that 
we  need  only  say  we  have  not  the  slightest  belief  in  it,  and  that 
we  should  think  it  a  hopeless  task  to  try  to  convince  those  who 
can  seriously  maintain  positions  so  utterly  untenable.  It  is 
farther  stated,  that  the  place  of  the  Apocalypse  at  the  end  of  the 
Holy  Scriptures,  and  the  exhortations  to  read  and  study  it,  and 
especially  the  threatening  of  the  last  chapter  respecting  adding 
to,  or  taking  away  from  the  words  of  the  prophecy,  all  go  to 
prove  that  it  is  a  book  for  all  time,  and  as  it  concludes  the  Bible 
so  it  winds  up  the  whole  history  of  the  church  until  it  shall  be 
complete  in  heaven.  But  such  arguments  as  these  are  specious 
and  nothing  more,  and  will  not  bear  a  calm  examination.  There 
is  nothing  to  shew  that  the  present  position  of  the  books  of  the 
New  Testament  is  of  any  authority,  and  the  study  of  MSS. 
will  convince  any  one  that  in  earlier  times  there  were  many  dif- 
ferent arrangements  of  the  separate  documents.  Thus,  Syriac 
MSS.  often  place  the  general  Epistles  after  the  Acts,  and  con- 
clude with  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews.  The  circumstance  of 
the  Apocalypse  being  so  little  understood  in  early  ages,  and  also 
the  fact  that  it  is  probably  the  last  of  the  books  chronologically, 
are  sufficient  to  account  for  its  position  without  having  recourse 
to  any  deep  or  mystical  reason.  Then,  what  is  said  about  ex- 
hortations to  read  it,  and  denunciations  against  any  who  should 
corrupt  it,  has  the  same  force  whether  we  consider  the  special 
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appUcation  of  the  book  to  be  to  all  time  or  to  be  limited  to  a 
particalar  crisis  of  the  Church.  Another  objection  is  that  long 
periods  are  spoken  of  in  the  BeveUtion^  such  as  Christ  reigning 
a  thousand  years;  but  it  is  the  belief  of  many  expositors  that 
all  that  seems  chronological  in  the  Apocalypse  is  symbolical^  not 
real^  and  such  a  view  can  be  supported  on  good  critical  grounds. 
Against  this  objection  may  be  balanced  others  equally  opposed 
to  any  long  continuance  of  the  platform  of  the  visions^  such  zs, 
"  Behold,  I  come  quickly/'  and  '^  the  time  is  at  hand/'  What- 
ever opinion  we  may  form  on  the  question,  it  will  be  found  beset 
with  difficulties,  but  we  do  not  think  those  which  snrround  our 
hypothesis  more  formidable  than  such  as  lie  against  any  other 
theory. 

li.  We  now  come  to  consider  the  firuitlessness  of  all  at- 
tempts to  apply  the  scenes  of  the  Revelation  historically^  as  cor- 
roborating the  view  that  it  may  have  had  a  past  reference.  This 
is  a  very  large  subject,  but  we  must  treat  it  within  narrow  limits. 
A  complete  history  of  Apocal^tic  interpretation  wonid  be  as 
curious  a  production  as  the  mmd  could  conceive  of,  exhibiting 
an  almost  incredible  amount  of  labour,  employed  both  with 
humble  reverence  and  presumptuous  levity  and  carelessness,  and 
all  the  various  shades  of  human  piety  and  folly  between  those 
extremes.  In  early  ages,  indeed,  ctivines  were  more  modest 
than  those  who  came  after  them,  and  the  sentiment  of  Dionj- 
sios  of  Alexandria  as  given  by  Eusebius  may  be  said  to  express 
the  prevailing  view  of  the  Church  before  the  invention  of  print- 
ing. '^He  did  not  understand  the  Apocalypse,  and  what  was 
written  in  it  transcended  his  comprehension.''  There  were  in- 
deed numerous  attempts  made  to  explain  spedal  portions  of  the 
book,  but  there  was  never  anything,  before  the  Beformation, 
which  recommended  itself  to  the  church  at  large  as  a  key  to 
unlock  its  mysteries.  What  Arias  Montanus  said  of  the  com- 
mentators who  went  before  him  will  well  apply  to  all  that  was 
done  to  explicate  the  Apocalypse  before  it  began  to  be  applied 
to  the  Church  of  Borne; — he  asserts  that  jrfter  studying  the 
Scriptures  for  thirty  years  he  was  in  the  habit  of  saying  "that 
the  reading  of  the  Apocalypse  was  understood  by  himself  better 
than  by  any  of  the  commentators  whom  he  had  happened  to 
read ;  since  they  proceeded  to  explain  it  as  if  they  understood 
it,  and  then,  by  their  varying  expositions,  rendered  it  only  the 
more  obscure;  whereas  he  himself  confessed  that  he  did  not 
understand  it  at  all." 

But  in  more  modem  times,  that  is,  since  the  Beformation, 
this  part  of  Scripture  has  engaged  the  scrutiny  of  men  to  an 
extraordinary  degree,  and  while  there  have  been  some  sensible 
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treatises  written  on  the  subject^  the  great  part  of  the  literature 
of  the  Apocalypse  exhibits  a  melancholy  spectacle  of  human 
presumption,  ignorant  conceit^  and  folly.  Much  has  been  done 
to  improve  the  Greek  text  of  the  book^  and  much  has  also  been 
pertinently  written  to  throw  light  upon  its  symbols  and  emblems 
as  they  are  illustrated  by  the  language  of  the  Old  Testament. 
Had  men  stopped  here  it  would  have  been  well^  and  a  reproach 
now  heavily  pressing  on  biblical  studies  would  have  been  avoided. 
But  they  ran  wild  in  an  exegesis  whose  implements  were  the 
freaks  of  their  own  fancy^  and  whose  results  are  more  calculated 
to  excite  laughter  and  contempt  than  to  gain  any  worthy  cre- 
dence. While  Pererius  could  afSrm  that  the  Apocalypse  '^must 
be  altogether  incomprehensible  without  an  especial  revelation 
from  God/^  more  modem  theologians  have  read  it  off  as  if  it 
were  plain  history^  even  without  any  of  that  general  ^^  inspira- 
tion of  the  Almighty  which  giveth  understancUng  "  to  humble 
and  devout  seekers  after  truth.  Need  we  quote  more  to  justify 
any  language  of  reproof  and  sarcasm  that  we  might  employ^  than 
the  following  specimen  of  the  Apocalyptic  sketches  of  a  popular 
pulpit  orator  who  often  appears  in  print.  He  is  expounding  (?) 
chap.  ix.  10^  ^^  And  they  had  tails  like  unto  scorpions;'^  and  he 
saysy  ^'  The  allusion  to  tails  is  thus  explained.  In  one  of  the 
earUer  battles  of  the  Saracens  the  standard  was  lost;  their  leader 
instantly  cut  off  his  horse's  tail,  placed  it  upon  a  pole^  and  told 
his  troops  that  must  be  their  standard  when  they  marched  to 
battle  \"  We  cannot  wonder  that  such  wanton  foolery  as  this 
should  provoke  disgust  in  some  minds^  and  a  reaction  to  an 
opposite  extreme  in  others.  Some  grave  divines  who  perpetrate 
the  nonsense  we  are  alluding  to  would  treat  as  a  poor  mad 
woman  the  authoress  of  the  following  rhapsodies^  sent  to  us 
repeatedly  in  print.  Yet  are  not  such  insane  conceptions  closely 
alUed  to  their  own  ?  Yet  further,  are  not  such  wild  thoughts 
encouraged  in  the  weak  and  ignorant  by  the  pernicious  com- 
ments of  men  who  ought  to  know  better? 

"EAST, 
"Rev.  xvi.  12—21. 

"  Jnd  the  sixth  angel  (Seljuk,  Rev.  ix.  13)  poured  out  hie  (Turkish 
and  Mogul)  vial  (of  wrath  against  all  idolatry)  upon  the  great  river  En- 
phratei  (at  Bagdad) ;  a$td  the  (baptismal)  water  (of  the  great  Babylonial 
and  Romish  whore  of  the  nations,  Rev.  xvii.  15)  there(^  was  dried  vp 
(destroyed,  Rev.  ix.  11,  15),  that  the  way  of  the  (Moslem)  kings  of  the 
jEast  (as  far  as  China,  in  1250)  might  be  prepared  (for  Elizabeth's  baptism 
of  the  Holy  Ghost,  from  April  8,  1839.  Matt.  iii.  3,  7—12;  ii.  2; 
Miv.  27,  36,  43  ;  Cant.  vi.  10). 
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"  WEST. 
"Verse  13. 

"  Jnd  I  saw  three  unclean  apirita  like  (French)  froga  come  out  of  the 
mouth  of  the  (Greek)  dragon  (Emperor),  and  out  of  the  mouth  of  the  beast 
<Roraan  Pontiff),  o.^  out  of  the  mouth  of  the  false  (JLoxon)  prophet.  For 
they  are  the  spirits  (priests)  of  devils  (tyrants),  working  (lying)  miracles, 
which  go  forth,  (with  their  armies)  unto  the  kings  of  the  (old  Roman)  earth 
and  of  the  whole  world,  to  gather  them  to  the  battle  qf  that  great  d<vy  of 
God  Almighty.  Behold,  I  (Elizabeth,  the  person  of  the  Holy  Ghost) 
corns  as  a  thief  (to  steal  away  the  British  nation).  Blessed  is  he  thai 
watcheth  (for  Elizabeth),  and  keepeth  his  (royal  Jewish)  garments y  lest  he 
(like  the  Continental  despots)  walk  naked  (uncircumcised),  and  they  see  his 
shame  (his  poverty  and  his  paganism)." 

Would  that  the  reading  of  this  melancholy  trash  might  deter 
some  of  the  more  staid,  yet  not  less  mischievous,  Apocalyptic 
fulfilment-mongers ! 

We  cannot  wonder  that  a  writer  in  opposition  to  these 
makers  and  solvers  of  spiritual  conundrums  should  lose  all 
patience,  and  exclaim,  "  I  found, — what  did  I  not  find  that  did 
not  savour  of  the  apocryphal  and  the  marvellous  ?  I  found  that 
no  limit  would  be  put  to  my  credulity,  and  that  at  last  I  was 
required  to  believe  that  a  certain  hailstorm  which  injured  parts 
of  France y  on  Sunday,  July  13th,  1788,  was  foretold  in  the 
Apocalypse ;  and  that  a  little  frog,  called  the  Tractarian  heresy, 
had  been  heard  by  St.  John  to  croak  all  the  way  from  St.  Bar- 
nabas to  Patmos,  at  a  distance  of  nearly  2,000  years  !"* 

The  great  stimulus  to  the  production  of  the  immense  mass 
of  crude  and  unhallowed  speculation  on  the  book  of  the  Reve- 
lation in  modem  times,  has  been  the  imagined  discovery  that 
its  most  pregnant  passages  are  prophecies  of  the  Church  of 
Rome.  It  does  not  appear  that  the  German  Reformers,  at  the 
commencement  of  their  labours,  saw  the  use  which  was  after- 
wards made  of  the  Apocalypse  against  the  Papacy,  for  some  of 
them,  as  Luther,  Zwingle,  and  Carlstadt,  either  denied  or 
doubted  its  canonicity.  Luther's  opinion  is  worth  placing  here, 
both  as  an  illustration  of  the  general  subject  and  of  the  rashness 
of  the  Reformer  : — 

"  There  are  many  reasons  why  I  regard  this  book  as  neither  apostolical 
nor  prophetical.  First  and  principally,  the  apostles  do  not  make  use  of 
visions,  but  prophecy  in  clear  and  plain  language,  as  do  Peter,  Paul,  and 
Christ  also  in  the  Gospel ;  for  it  is  suitable  to  the  apostolic  office  to  speak 
clearly  and  without  figure  or  vision  respecting  Christ  and  his  acts.  There 
is  also  no  prophet  in  the  Old  Testament,  not  to  mention  the  New,  wlio 

«   Th^  Apocalypse  Fulfilled,  etc.     By  the  Rev.  P.  S.  Desprez,  B.D.     Preface. 


1857.]  Apocalyptic  Literature.  261 

treats  of  visions  throughout;  so  that  the  fourth  book  of  Esdras  is  almost 
equal  to  it  in  my  estimation  ;  and  certainly  I  cannot  perceive  that  it  pro- 
ceeded from  the  Holy  Spirit.  Besides,  it  seems  to  me  too  much  for  him 
to  enjoin  it  rigorously  on  his  readers  to  regard  his  own  work  as  of  more 
importance  than  any  other  sacred  book,  and  to  threaten  that  if  any  one 
shall  take  aught  away  from  it,  God  will  take  away  from  him  his  part  in 
the  book  of  life.  Again,  if  even  they  are  to  be  blessed  who  hold  to  what 
is  contained  in  it,  no  man  knows  what  that  is,  much  less  what  holding  to 
it  means.  The  case  is  all  the  same  as  though  we  had  it  not ;  and  many 
more  valuable  books  exist  for  us  to  hold  to.  Many  of  the  fathers,  too, 
rejected  it  long  ago ;  and  though  St.  Jerome  employs  big  words,  and  says 
that  it  is  above  all  praise,  yet  he  cannot  prove  that ;  and  in  several  places 
his  praise  is  moderate.  Finally,  let  every  man  think  of  it  as  his  spirit 
prompts  him.  My  spirit  cannot  adapt  itself  to  the  book ;  and  it  is  reason 
enough  for  me  why  I  should  not  esteem  it  very  highly  that  Christ  is 
neither  taught  in  it  nor  acknowledged,  which  above  all  things  an  apostle 
is'bound  to  do;  for  he  says  (Acts  i.),  Fe  shall  be  my  witnesses,  I  abide 
therefore  by  the  books  which  give  Christ  to  me  clearly  and  purely." 

But  since  their  time  it  has  been  almost  conceded  among 
Protestants  that  both  St.  Paul  and  St.  John,  writing  of  the  man 
of  sin,  of  the  beast,  and  of  Antichrist,  prophesied  distinctly  and 
solely  of  Rome.  It  was  so  desirable  to  gain  some  scriptural 
justification  of  the  dissent  from  Rome,  and  a  biblical  argument 
against  a  doctrinal  opponent  is  deemed  so  essentially  important, 
that  we  cannot  wonder,  while  we  may  lament,  that  the  odium 
theologicufti  should  betake  itself  to  this  mysterious  book  as  a 
quiver  full  of  appropriate  arrows  against  the  enemy.  In  ordinary 
matters,  men  would  rather  hesitate  to  adopt  a  mode  of  r^soning 
which  is  so  evidently  dependent  on  subjective  grounds,  when  an 
adversary  had  to  be  assailed,  and  prefer  a  weapon  of  less  doubtful 
proof;  but  in  theological  warfare  it  seems  to  be  thought  better 
to  imitate  the  example  of  Jael,  and  to  take  any  instrument  of 
slaughter  which  may  come  to  hand,  than  that  of  St.  Paul,  who 
exhorts  us  to  ^^  prove  all  things.^' 

We  do  not  say  that  the  Apocalypse  is  not  a  prophecy  of 
things  yet  future,  nor  yet  that  the  corruptions  of  the  Church  of 
Rome  are  not  denounced  in  it — ^far  from  it.  We  trust  that  we 
are  sufficiently  reverent  towards  God,  and  conscious  of  our  own 
intellectual  feebleness,  to  feel  that  Holy  Scripture  almost  neces- 
sarily contains  heights  we  cannot  scale  and  depths  we  cannot 
fathom ;  and  our  conception  of  its  marvellous  fulness  is  too  de- 
cided to  allow  us  to  think  that  its  designs  are  yet  all  unfolded, 
or  its  adaptation  to  the  state  of  man  is  yet  all  disclosed.  But 
what  we  think  we  have  a  right  to  say,  without  presumption,  is 
this :  That  the  applications  of  this  book  to  past  and  passing  and 
fixture  events  in  the  history  of  Christendom,  so  recklessly  and 
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plentifully  made  by  modem  schools  of  theology,  are  neither  war- 
ranted by  the  paremises  nor  confirmed  by  experience.  If  the 
Apocalypse  i$  a  mirror  of  the  world's  history,  it  has  never  yet 
presented  its  disk  in  the  right  focos  so  as  to  enable  men  to  see  its 
pictures  clearly  and  thna  to  make  the  predictions  and  the  things 
predicted  correspond ;  and  until  something  less  of  the  character 
of  the  kaleidoscope  appears  in  the  attempts  of  men  to  identify 
the  prophecies^  we  must  be  allowed  to  suspend  our  judgment, 
and  to  suspect  that  the  Eeyelation  may  have  answered  its  direct 
olgect  long  ago.  What  egregious,  what  entire  failure  marks  the 
thousands  of  pamphlets,  sermons,  and  volumes,  which  have  been 
written  on  this  subject !  What  student  of  Scripture,  not  blinded 
by  a  theonr,  or  misled  by^  a  foregone  conclusion,  can  believe  that 
the  Apocalypse  can  be  historically  interpreted  with  our  present 
resources,  after  the  Church,  for  long  ages,  has  attempted  the 
task  in  vain !  As  has  been  said  by  a  writer  on  this  question^  it 
is  like  the  quadrature  of  the  circle,  morally  possible,  yet  so 
highly  improbable  as  to  be  only  attempted  by  weak  or  over- 
sanguine  men.  Tlie  Revelation  may  have  a  key  to  imlock  its 
dark  recesses,  but  the  long  and  unsuccessful  search  for  it  is  a  ra- 
tional argument  for  desisting  from  the  hopeless  task.  Beason- 
ingfiom  analogy  we  go  farther  than  this  and  say,  that  past  want 
of  success  is  a  reason  for  believing  that  the  Revelation  does  not 
apply  to  successive  eras  of  the  Church's  history,  for  had  it  done 
so,  surely  by  this  time  that  application  would  have  been  dis- 
covered; discovered,  we  mean  with  such  a  moral  certainty  as 
would  have  taken  its  fulfilled  predictions  out  of  the  sphere  of 
fancy  and  fanaticism. 

If  we  take  the  number  of  the  beast,  so  enigmatically  alluded 
to  in  Chapter  xiii.,  we  find  the  interpretations  so  numerous  and 
yet  so  contrary  the  one  to  the  other,  that  the  very  mention  of 
most  of  them  would  provoke  a  smile,  if  a  reflection  on  human 
credulity  did  not  produce  more  serious  emotions.  From  the 
Teitan  of  Irenseus,  to  the  Napoleon  of  a  modem  soothsayer, 
the  hundreds  of  guesses  all  indicate  a  very  forlorn  cause,  and  it 
appears  extraordmary  that  these  repeated  and  continued  failnies 
do  not  turn  men  upon  some  other  scent,  and  make  them  suspect 
that  a  literal  and  arithmetical  solution  was  not  intended.  There 
is  something  too  cabalistic — too  much  like  the  nugae  of  Jewish 
scribes  in  the  worst  state  of  their  literature,  in  this  turning  the 
Word  of  God  into  riddles,  to  allow  of  our  admitting  its  legiti- 
macy without  fiill  authority.  Had  we  been  plainly  informed  by 
a  sacred  writer  that  the  number  600  or  666  adumbrated  a  man's 
name,  to  be  picked  out  or  guessed  at  by  the  numerical  value  of 
its  letters,  we  must  have  srubmitted  our  own  judgment  to  such  a 
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teacher ;  but  as  that  is  not  doue^  we  cannot  consent  to  lower 
Divine  Revelation  to  a  mere  utterer  of  puzzles,  the  mystery  of 
which  any  profane  hand  may  try  its  skill  in  endeavouring  to 
solve/ 

What,  then,  is  the  sum  of  our  previous  arguments,  the  scope 
and  design  of  our  observations  ?  Do  we  intend  to  discourage 
the  study  of  the  Apocalypse  ?  By  no  means,  for  then  we  should 
be  as  presumptuous  as  diose  whose  morbid  exegesis  we  are  con- 
demning. But  we  would  have  the  study  pursu^  in  due  propor- 
tion, and  with  some  regard  to  the  rules  of  interpretative  evidence. 
Assailed  on  all  sides  by  an  intrusive,  and  often  an  insolent  school 
of  expositors,  we  are  either  called  upon  to  take  all  their  dicta  for 
granted,  or  are  charged  with  being  indifferent  to  the  claims  of 
truth,  and  contemners  of  the  true  savings  of  God.  We  deny 
these  charges,  and  think  we  can  justify  ourselves  to  others,  as 
we  certainly  can  to  our  own  consciences,  by  adopting  a  method 
entirely  different  from  that  claimed  by  our  opponents  as  the 

/  That  other  methods  of  explaining  the  number  of  the  beast  are  possible,  might 
be  shewn  by  quotations  from  learned  and  sensible  writers;  but  we  wiU  give  one  only, 
from  Durham  on  the  Apoceilypsef  the  work  of  a  Scotch  divine  of  the  seventeenth 
century.  We  may  mention  that  we  are  indebted  for  the  extract  to  Mr.  Clissold's 
voluminous  edition  of  Swedenborg's  Spiritual  Bxporition  qfthe  ApoctUypne,  London : 
1851 ;  a  work  of  great  erudition  and  which  may  be  profitably  consulted  for  facts  by 
those  who  have  little  or  no  sympathy  with  its  doctrines. 

**  To  count  here  is  not  then  by  arithmetic  to  number  out  of  a  name,  and  to  cast 
up  a  sum  by  so  many  figures,  but  doctrinally  and  judiciously  to  weigh  the  matter  of 
that  horesy  or  the  nature  of  that  beast ;  so  the  Lord  is  said  to  have  numbered  Bel- 
sbazzar,  Dan.  v.,  and  to  have  found  him  light.  Because  by  this  way  of  putting 
particulars  together,  the  judicious  searchers  will  find  him  exactly  out,  whether  he  be 
agreeable  or  disagreeable  to  the  rule  or  character  given,  as  arithmetioians  will  do  by 
their  reckonings.  Of  this  sort  of  reckoning  there  are  diverse  examples  in  Scripture, 
but  of  reokoning  from  the  letters  or  figures  of  a  name  there  is  none.  The  first 
implyeth  a  particular  exact  search,  as  if  everything  in  him  were  considered  by  itself 
particularly,  and  put  together  agam  in  whole,  as  arithmeticians  do  in  their  countings. 
This  is  confirmed  by  considering  the  qualification  of  him  who  is  invited  to  number, 
'  Let  him  that  hath  understanding,'  that  is,  not  understanding  in  reckoning  and 
arithmetic,  but  in  the  discerning  of  the  spiritual  truths  of  God,  espedally  of  the 
characters  of  Antichrist  formerly  given,  and  prudence  to  apply  them  where  he  shall 
disoem  them  to  be.  This  saith,  not  that  none  other  should  count :  the  duty  is 
common :  but  it  saith  few  will  take  it  to  them  and  find  it  out,  and  that  no  other  will 
come  speed  but  they  that  teke  the  same  balance  of  the  sanctuary  and  spiritual  wisdom 
to  discern  with ;  yet  it  is  put  to  men's  doors  to  essay  this,  but  with  much  deniednesse 
and  humility.  .  .  .  Or,  by  the  number  of  a  man  may  be  understood  a  number  not 
Innng  God  but  a  man  for  its  author,  and  not  being  approven  of  God,  but  invented 
of  man,  whatever  there  be  pretended ;  thus,  there  are  in  Scripture  such  phrases,  the 
wisdom  of  a  man,  the  law  of  a  man,  the  will  of  a  man,  in  opposition  to  the  wisdom, 
will,  and  law,  of  God.  Thus,  the  reason  runneth :  let  spiritual  wise  men  consider 
her  and  reckon  well ;  for  it  will  be  found  that  this  beast's  number  or  doctrine  is 
not  of  God  but  of  man,  whatever  be  pretended  ;  even  as  that  statue,  Dan.  iii.,  might 
'  be  called  the  image  of  a  man  or  of  the  king ;  not  because  it  represented  him,  but 
because  it  was  instituted  by  him.  Neither  of  these  will  be  disagreeable  to  the  scope 
and  truth." 
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only  true  one.  They  affirm  that  the  Revelation  must  be  a  pro- 
phecy of  things  to  transpire  in  all  ages  of  the  Churchy  and  that 
the  finger  can  be  placed  upon  events  of  past  ages  and  tiie  present 
time  which  are  evidently  intended  to  be  pointed  out  by  its 
descriptions  and  denunciations.  We  reply  that  this  is  a  mere 
gratis  dictum,  and  that  all  the  requirements  of  the  case  may  be 
met  by  supposing  that  this  sublime  book  was  designed  to  instruct 
and  support  the  Church  in  an  earlier  age,  and  that  its  details 
may  have  to  us,  not  a  direct  but  an  inferential  interest.  This 
view,  we  maintain,  allows  the  Apocalypse  to  be  a  source  of 
devout  contemplation  and  religious  profit,  without  ^itailing  the 
necessity  of  curious  prving  into  mysteries,  or  a  waste  of  energy 
in  matters  unrevealed  and  of  doubtful  import.  Some  stop 
should  at  all  events  be  put  to  the  crude  and  licentious  specula- 
tion of  which  this  book  is  the  subject,  and  we  think  the  course 
we  have  marked  out  wiQ  tend,  in  some  degree,  to  such  a  result. 
It  may  be  necessary  to  state  that  we  are  far  from  involving 
all  expositors  of  the  Revelation  in  the  charges  we  have  been 
preferring,  although  they  may  think  that  the  historical  inter- 
pretation may  be  legitimately  pursued.  There  is  a  learned,  and 
devout,  and  tasteful  method  of  pursuing  what  may  prove  a  false 
exegesis,  as  well  as  one  which  is  ignorant,  irreverent,  and  rude, 
and  it  is  the  advocates  and  exhibitors  of  the  latter  alone  that  we 
wish  to  condemn.  But  it  is  worthy  of  serious  inquiry  whether 
the  entire  method  of  exposition  we  are  speaking  of  is  not  in 
itself  vicious,  and  whether  it  does  not  necessarily  lead  to  the 
abuses  we  desire  to  condemn.  If  one  man  may  feel  justified  in 
finding  the  name  of  the  Beast  in  Lateinos,  what  reason  can  be 
alleged  why  another  should  not  discover  it  in  Luther,  as  has 
been  attempted  by  a  writer  of  the  Romish  Church ;  or  in  any 
other  name  which  he  can  torture  to  utter  the  requisite  number, 
and  which  may  seem  to  him  to  designate  the  error  or  the  vice  of 
the  passing  age  ?  In  other  departments  of  sacred  criticism  and 
interpretation  there  is  a  scientific  method  of  procedure  which 
lays  a  restraint  on  false  doctrine,  and  compels  all  Christendom 
to  something  like  unanimity,  when  a  character  for  scholarship  has 
to  be  maintained.  How  signally,  for  instance,  has  Socinian 
doctrine  been  repressed  and  confuted  by  the  application  of  rules 
which  are  acknowledged  to  be  true,  and  which  to  question  would 
be  a  mere  return  to  barbarism  ?  But  can  we  predicate  any  of 
this  moral  certainty  of  the  principles  of  those  who  swell  the 
stock  of  Apocalyptic  literature?  So  far  from  this  being  the 
case,  every  man  is  his  own  lawgiver,  and  adopts  critical  rules  of 
his  own,  pro  re  natd,  without  the  power  of  claiming  the  assent 
of  any  but  his  own  disciples.     This  is  a  great  evil,  and  its  bitter 
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firuits  are  being  reaped  in  almost  every  section  of  the  visible 
Church. 

We  shall  now  endeavour  briefly  to  state  some  of  the  causes 
which  have  led  to  the  morbid  activity  in  this  department  of 
biblical  interpretation:  to  the  one-sided  and  disproportioned 
mental  labour  bestowed  upon  the  Apocalypse.  We  do  so  in  the 
earnest  hope  that^  as  far  as  our  opinions  are  correct^  they  may 
induce  more  carefulness  in  writers  on  matters  relating  to  Holy 
Scripture^  and  lead  to  a  less  fruitful  production  of  scandals  both 
to  believers  ard  infidels. 

First,  we  are  compelled  to  place  a  love  of  popularity  as  one 
cause  of  undue  speculation  on  the  Apocalypse.  As  no  man 
would  confess  to  this^  we  may  be  thought  uncharitable  in  attri- 
buting such  a  motive^  but  as  there  are  means  of  attaining  to 
some  moral  convictions  respecting  the  principles  which  animate 
our  fellow-creatures  in  their  overt  acts,  we  think  we  may  justly 
arrive  at  such  a  conclusion.  This  courting  the  aura  popularis  is 
perhaps  more  evident  in  preachers  than  in  writers  of  treatises, 
because  reason  and  argument  are  less  necessary  in  the  pulpit 
than  in  the  study,  and  also  because  it  is  so  easy  to  move  a  mixed 
multitude  by  an  affectation  of  depth,  an  assumption  of  skill  in 
the  elucidation  of  mysteries.  When  a  popular  preacher  took 
some  trouble  to  prove  to  his  audience,  during  the  late  war,  that 
Sebastopol  was  Armageddon,  contrary  to  sJl  philology  and  all 
common  sense,  we  are  obliged  to  attribute  his  doing  so  either  to 
mental  imbecility  or  to  a  pandering  to  the  populace ;  and  as  we 
have  evidence  that  it  could  not  be  the  former,  we  are  compelled 
to  adopt  the  latter  supposition.^    It  is  a  sad  feature  of  our  times 

9  While  we  are  writing  we  see  advertised  a  coarse  of  lectures  in  a  Scotch  place 
of  worship  in  London,  of  which  the  foUowing  is  the  synopsis : — 

«*  npHE  Rev. will  deUver,  in  the  NATIONAL  SCOTCH  CHURCH, 

JL  Halkin-street  West,  Bdgrave-square,  a  COURSE  of  SIX  LECTURES  on 
the  Prophecy  on  the  Mount  of  Olives,  on  TUESDAY  AFTERNOONS  at  Three 
o'clock.  The  First  Lecture  will  he  given  to-morrow  (Tuesday),  the  23rd.  The 
following  is  the  Course  of  Lectures : — 

"  I.  (June  23.)  The  Fall  of  Jerusalem.    Matt.  zxiv.  1. 
"  II.  (June  30.)  Warning  Signs.     Matt  xxiv.  12. 
<'  III.  (July  7.)     The  Witness  to  all  Nations.    Matt.  zxiv.  14. 
*'  IV.  (July  14.)  False  Prophets  and  Signs.    Matt.  zxiv.  24. 
"V.  (July  21.)  The  Great  Conflagration. 
"VI.  (July  28.)  The  Last  Separation. 
"  To  prevent  any  crowding  or  inconvenience,  admission  will  only  be  by  tickets, 
to  be  had  of  Mr.  Inglis,  22  Motoomb-street,  Belgrave-square. 
<«  June  22,  1857." 
Notice  here  the  expectation  of  a  "rush"  for  seats — the  conviction  that  the 
theologioo-political  exhibition  will  suit  the  popular  taste!    No  doubt,  from  the 
neighlx>urhood  chosen,  it  is  calculated  pretty  surely  that  some  aristocratic  dabblers 
in  unfulfilled  predictions  will  grace  the  building  and  encourage  the  lecturer. 
NO.  X. — VOL.  V.  T 
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that  a  dignified  regard  to  wbat  God  teaches,  to  be  aet  before 
men  ''  whether  they  will  hear,  or  whether  they  will  fcarboir/^ 
is  too  often  postponed  to  the  mofe  pressing  questioii,  '^  Wbit  will 
the  people  like?" 

Secondly f  novelty  has  charms  in  the  region  of  tlieology  as 
well  as  in  more  worldly  associations^  and  a  detire  to  fimiwme'- 
thing  new  in  the  Holy  Scriptures  has  a  great  iBflnence  on  eie- 
gesis.  This  is  quite  in  aeoordance  with  the  spirit  of  an  age 
whidi  probably  approximates  closer  to  that  of  Athens  in  apos* 
tolic  times  than  any  which  has  preceded  it  in  this  country: 
''  For  all  the  Athenians  qpent  their  time  in  nothing  dse  but 
either  to  tell  or  to  hear  some  new  thing."  Most  unfcx-tunate  b 
it  that  this  tendency  should  shew  itself  in  conneiucm  with  re- 
▼ealed  truth,  which,  of  all  other  departments  <tf  human  knov- 
ledge,  must  have  fewer  new  aspects  and  combinaticms ;  yet  so  it 
is,  and  he  is  often  thought  the  best  and  most  useful  preacher  or 
writer  who  leaves  the  paths  of  catholic  consent  for  untried  ways 
of  his  own  devising.  An  impatience  of  what  has  been  said  by 
those  who  have  gone  before  us,  as  not  sufficiently  deep  an^ 
attractive^  has  led  to  a  thousand  heresies,  and  to  a  pervarsion  of 
a  thousand  texts  of  Holy  Scripture.  Ti>  acknowledge  that  the 
Apocalypse  is  partly  incomprehensible,  as  the  fathers  did^  is  too 
great  a  stretch  of  humility  for  modem  scholasticiam ;  to  eat  the 
"bread  com"  of  divine  truth  is  but  poor  entertainment  for 
those  whose  palate  longs  for  the  taste  of  exotic  delicacies.  In- 
deed, it  is  customary  now  even  to  find  a  divine  warrant  for  this 
search  after  novelties  in  our  Sariour's  declaration  that  a  scribe, 
well  instructed  in  relation  to  the  kingdom  of  God,  "  will  bring 
out  of  his  treasury  things  new  and  old.''  A  preacher  must 
declaim  in  a  novel  style,  and  treat  his  texts  with  new  interpre- 
tations; a  commentator  must  eschew  the  old  and  coin  fresh 
explications  from  his  own  brain ;  a  student  of  prophecy  must  be 
ashamed  to  confess,  as  the  ancients  did,  that  the  event  alone  can 
make  a  prediction  plain,  and  is  rather  to  prefer  to  point  with  his 
finger  to  the  age  and  circumstances  which  Apocalyptic  imagery 
shadows  forth. 

Thirdly,  it  is  easy  for  shallow  minds  to  dabble  in  what  can- 
not be  proved,  and  they  therefore  confine  themsdves  to  those 
branches  of  literature,  sacred  and  profane,  which  admit  of  being 
presided  over  by  imagination  and  fancy.  Now  no  department 
of  thought  is  so  airy,  so  intangible,  so  discursive,  as  that  of 
unfulfilled  prophecies,  for  this  evident  reason,  that  whatever  non- 
sense men  may  think  or  utter  upon  them  cannot  be  contradicted 
or  disproved,  although  we  may  feel  as  certain  that  it  is  nonsense 
as  that  two  and  tluree  cannot  make  four.    In  the  fair  field  of 
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I^kimate  exegesis^  where  a  commeat  can  be  decided  bj  grammar 
or  lexicography^  by  the  analogy  of  divine  truth,  or  by  an  exten- 
aive  consent  of  authorities,  the  dunce  or  the  sciolist  is  easily 
defeated,  and  therefore  is  wise  enough,  within  sudi  lists,  to 
decline  the  combat.  But  when  the  position  taken  up  is  in  nu- 
bibus,  and  the  structures  of  defence  erected  are  castles  in  the  air, 
what  can  be  done  with  such  unsubstantial  and  slippery  com- 
batants ?  Without  allowing  such  things  as  common  principles, 
or  any  data  or  axioms,  how  are  men  to  be  refuted  though 
their  errors  are  too  palpable  to  admit  of  any  valid  defence  or 
justification  ?  The  locusts  of  the  Revelation  are  Saracens,  who 
can  deny  it  ?  We  venture  to  question  the  assertion,  sCaA  for 
proof  are  told  that  the  allusion  to  their  tails  settles  the  matter, 
for  did  not  an  eaily  leader  of  that  people  cut  aS  his  horse's  tail 
for  a  standard  ?  Unavoidable  inf(^?ence  !  logical  conclusion  ! 
what  else  can  be  said  upon  a  matter  so  learnedly  discussed  and 
conducted  ?  But  however  stupid  all  this  may  be  to  persons  of 
a  modicum  of  sense,  your  shallow  prea^er  and  writer  gets  the 
better  of  you,  in  his  own  esteem,  because  you  cannot  eonfute 
him,  and  though  he  is  evidentiy  a  fool,  thinks  himself  wiser  than 
seven  men  who  can  render  a  reason. 

Fourthly,  inattention  to  the  rules  of  evidence  is  another  source 
of  Apocalyptic  speculation.  Let  any  one  take  the  more  respect- 
able works  of  this  class,  such  as  Elliott's  Hor{»  Apocaiyptiae  for 
example,  and  after  he  has  seen  the  map  of  the  Church  and  of 
Divine  Providence  marked  out  by  the  pencil  of  the  writer,  from 
the  early  persecutions  and  heresies  to  Constantine's  patron- 
age, and  down  to  the  end  of  aU  things, — ^let  him  ask  himself 
what  proof  can  be  given  for  all  this  well-defined  speculation,  and 
he  will  find  that  it  is  subjective  altogether,  and  that  no  evidence 
but  the  ipse  dimt  of  the  writer,  or  those  who  think  with  him,  is 
either  to  be  given  or  expected.  We  could  pardon  these  dreamers 
of  dreams  and  seers  of  visions  if  they  were  amiable  as  well  as 
weak,  and  were  contented  to  please  themselves  with  the  syllo- 
gisms of  the  fancy ;  .but,  unfortunately,  in  proportion  as  their 
premises  are  baseless,  their  dogmatism  is  intolerable.  No  men 
find  so  little  favour  or  mercy  at  the  hands  of  others,  in  literary 
warfare,  as  those  who  venture  to  require  evidence  when  told  that 
the  Jews  are  to  reign  over  Christians  (which  may  God  in  his 
mercy  forbid),  that  Jerusalem  is  again  to  be  the  glory  of  all 
lands,  that  the  present  state  of  the  world  is  to  come  to  an  end 
before  the  year  A.n.  3000,  and  that  Christ  is  to  reign  upon  earth 
for  a  thousand  years.  It  is  lawful  to  ask  for  proof  before  a  thief 
is  convicted;  for  evidence  that  a  comet  is  to  be  expected,  and 
for  all  predicted  phenomena  besides;    but  in  the  region  of 

T  2 


268  Apocalyptic  Literature.  [July, 

theology^  such  a  temper  ia  Bcepticism,  such  a  demand  is  closely 
akin  to  infidelity.  Once  admit  the  roles  of  evidence  into  this 
region  of  dreams,  and  the  laborious  evidences  sought  to  be 
palmed  upon  us  vanish  into  nothingness. 

F\fthly,  a  more  respectable  cause  than  those  we  have  enu- 
merated remains  to  be  mentioned,  the  prevalence  of  k  priori 
notions  as  to  the  use  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  and  the  destiny  of  the 
Church.  This,  if  fully  treated,  would  well  occupy  more  space 
than  we  have  allotted  to  the  present  paper,  but  we  must  only 
hastily  glance  at  it.  If  our  readers  w^  give  a  little  thoughtful 
attention  to  the  modes  of  thought  which  are  current  in  what  is 
called  the  religious  world,  they  will  find  that  very  many  of  the 
topics  to  which  importance  is  attached  in  books  and  sermons 
have  no  solid  foundation  whatever,  but  are  derived  from  the 
presumption  that  Ood  mtut  act  so  and  so,  or  that  the  Church 
and  the  world  must  take  such  and  such  a  course  in  the  future. 
For  instance :  it  is  said  that  the  Bible  cotdd  not  answer  its  pur- 
pose  unless  verbally  inspired;  that  unless  the  Bible  revealed 
everything  which  the  Church  ought  to  know  it  could  be  of  little 
use  to  it ;  that  as  seven  is  a  full  number,  the  Church  is  to  exert 
its  present  mode  of  influence  only  for  six  thousand  years,  and 
that  the  seventh  thousand  is  to  be  the  millennium,  corresponding 
to  the  Sabbath-day.  We  take  these  instances  in  transitu,  out  of 
a  very  large  number  of  equally  ungrounded  conclusions.  So,  in 
reference  to  Apocalyptic  interpretation,  it  is  taken  for  granted 
that  the  Bible  must  testify  to  the  events  of  the  Church's  history 
till  the  end  of  all  things,  and  that  the  Church  must  come  to  an 
end,  as  mingled  with  the  present  world-state,  within  a  certain 
period. 

After  so  many  intimations  given  by  our  Lord  to  his  apostles 
of  the  intention  of  God  to  conceal  the  future  even  from  the  eyes 
of  his  favoured  people,  it  is  astonishing  that  any  should  still 
insist  upon  a  chart  of  the  course  Divine  Providence  will  pursue 
as  being  presented  in  the  Bible.  It  appears  to  us  as  clear  as  the 
sun  at  noon-day,  that  '^  it  is  not  for  us  to  know  the  times  and 
the  seasons  which  the  Father  hath  put  in  his  own  power;"  and 
the  moral  purposes  answered  by  this  divine  concealment  are,  to 
us,  so  manifest  and  weighty,  that  it  seems  marvellous  that  it  is 
not  at  once  and  universally  acquiesced  in.  But  man  will  be 
"  wise  above  what  is  written,^'  and  thus  obscures  the  clearness 
of  gospel  truth  and  darkens  divine  counsel.  True  it  is  that  men 
"  rush  in  where  angels  fear  to  tread,"  and  with  hands  little  less 
than  impious,  hasten  to  lift  up  the  veil  which  Grod,  in  his  mercy 
doubtless,  has  allowed  to  conceal  the  future.  What  is  denied 
to  us  in  our  personal  history,   and  what  we  cannot  procure 
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for  our  families,  our  country,  and  the  world,  in  relation  to 
matters  of  aflfection  and  interest,  is  supposed  to  be  conceded  to 
us  in  the  region  of  Divine  revelation  with  regard  to  spiritual 
matters.  But  the  concession  is  imaginary,  not  real.  Men  think 
that  God  ouffht  to  act  in  the  way  their  wisdom  points  out,  and 
it  then  becomes  easy  for  them  to  jump  to  the  conclusion  that  he 
has  so  JEicted. 

In  conclusion,  we  beg  to  hope  our  readers  will  give  us  credit 
for  having  nothing  more  at  heart  than  the  reverent,  calm,  and 
reasonable  exposition  of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  than  the  adoption 
of  a  method  of  exegesis  which  can  bear  the  light,  and  approve 
itself  to  men  who  are  thoughtful  as  well  as  pious.  It  is  a  deep 
grief  to  us  that  a  branch  of  intellectual  activity  which  deserves 
to  be  respected  as  the  very  highest  which  man  can  engage  in, 
should  be  so  much  discredited  by  the  rashness  of  some  and  the 
weakness  of  others  who  engage  in  it.  Yet  such  is  the  fact. 
Moral  science — ^that  is,  scientific  treatment  as  far  as  the  subject 
will  admit  of  it — ^is  so  commonly  disregarded  in  matters  affecting 
theology,  that  it  is  too  often  thought  they  are  beyond  its 
range,  and  that  biblical  religion  is  only  what  varying  minds 
declare  it  to  be.  In  this  state  of  things  nothing  is  more  incum- 
bent upon  those  who  seek  the  welfare  of  the  highest  and  best  of 
causes,  than  to  correct  this  tendency  to  waywardness  by  always 
advocating  and  encouraging  a  reasonable  service  in  regard  to  the 
Scriptures.  Most  solemn  is  the  thought,  that  for  every  idle 
word  we  must  give  an  account  to  God ;  solemn  when  considered 
in  reference  to  common  life  and  secular  pursuits.  But  how 
much  more  solemn  does  such  a  declaration  become  when  it  is 
transferred  to  Christ's  kingdom,  to  the  words  and  opinions  of 
divines  and  scholars,  who  are  set  for  the  defence  of  the  Gospel ! 
May  all  such  apply  to  their  studies  and  public  declarations  the 
language  of  the  preacher : — "  Be  not  rash  with  thy  mouth,  and 
let  not  thy  heart  be  hasty  to  utter  anything  (word)  before  God; 
for  Gt)d  is  in  heaven  and  thou  upon  earth ;  therefore  let  thy 
words  be  few.*' 

The  three  works  which  we  have  placed  at  the  head  of  this 
article  illustrate,  though  in  very  different  ways,  what  has  been 
advanced.  We  have  not  selected  them  so  much  as  specimens  of 
the  various  mental  tempers  with  which  men  enter  upon  the  study 
or  the  exposition  of  the  Book  of  the  Revelation,  as  because  they 
are  about  the  last  works  which  the  press  has  put  forth  on  the 
subject,  and  as  having  suggested  the  composition  of  this  paper. 
We  do  not  agree  with  either  of  the  writers ;  but  not  one  of 
them  enters  on  the  discussion  beforj^  him  with  the  irreverence 
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and  carelessness  whicli  we  have  been  condemning  in  others. 
Mr.  De  Bnrgh  assumes  what  we  think  &  false  position ;  but  it  is 
one  not  novd^  but  has  rather  the  support  of  many  excellent  and 
judicious  divines.  Mr.  Winslow  also,  we  think^  reasons  on  &lse 
premises ;  but  they  are  of  his  own  invention,  and  therefore  he 
has  still  less  daim  to  be  heard  than  Mr.  De  Burgh  has.  The 
third  and  anonymous  writer  also  invents  a  scheme  of  his  own ; 
but  it  has  not  the  apparent  reasonableness  and  feasibility  of 
Mr.  Winslow's,  being  incoherent,  unfounded,  and  we  must  say, 
to  us,  absurd. 

Mr.  De  Burgh  published  the  first  edition  of  the  work,  of 
which  that  before  us  is  the  fifth,  in  1832,  and  he  declares  that 
he  has  since  seen  no  reason  to  alter  his  opinion.  He  is  an  ad- 
vocate for  the  doctrine  of  our  Lord^s  second  advent  to  reign 
upon  the  earth ;  and  by  that  doctrine  he  endeavours  to  exfdaan 
the  Apocalypse.  As  we  cannot  see  sufficient  evidence  for  Mr. 
De  Burgh's  views  on  the  first  subject,  so  we  are  unable  to  admit 
the  conclusions  which  he  deduces  from  it  as  to  the  second.  If 
we  could  grant  the  first  position,  that  there  is  to  be  a  millennial 
reign  of  our  Lord  upon  the  earth,  we  might  then  be  able  to 
acquiesce  in  some,  at  least,  of  tiie  conclusions  to  whidi  he 
arrives  in  the  volume  before  us.  But  we  think  the  writer  de- 
ceives himself  when  he  declares  that  ''as  Scripture  is  its  own 
interpreter,  therefore  this  book,''  the  Bevelation,  ''is  intelligible 
to  every  diligent  and  prayerfiil  student  of  the  sacred  volume/' 
Hard  measure  this  to  dead  out  to  the  tens  of  thousands  who, 
after  studying'  the  Apocalypse,  have  confessed  that  they  cannot 
understand  it,  and  cannot  acquiesce  in  Mr.  De  Burgh's  conclu- 
sions !  Will  he  assert  that  they  are  not  "  diligent  and  prayer- 
ful ?  "  This  statement,  found  in  the  prefece  <rf  the  book,  seems 
to  us  to  estaUish  a  primd  facie  objection  to  the  writer's  exposi- 
tion; for  we  can  scarcely  trust  the  judgment  of  one  who,  on 
a  subject  like  this,  begins  with  so  complacent  and  prejudiced  an 
assertion. 

Again,  in  reference  to  chap.  xxii.  18,  19,  on  the  denunciation 
we  have  already  quoted  and  commented  upon,  Mr.  De  Burgh 
appears  to  think  that  only  one  interpretation  is  admissible,  that, 
viz.,  which  proceeds  on  the  truth  of  the  assumption  that  the 
Apocalypse  refers  to  all  ages  of  the  Church.     He  says : — 

"  That  neglect  of  this  book  of  Scripture,  much  less  objections  to  the 
study  of  itj  should  exist  after  such  testimonies  to  its  importance  as  these, 
is  truly  wonderful ;  yet  that,  for  a  long  time  past,  though  not  in  its  early 
days,  the  Church  has  been,  and  is  still,  characterized  by  the  most  deli- 
berate inattention  to  it,  is  but  too  notorious ;  and  this  to  such  an  extent, 
that  I  tremble  to  think  how  many  individual  Christians  there  are— -how 
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many  of  those  who  read  and  value  the  rest  of  the  Scriptures — ^who,  it 
would  be  found  on  enquiry,  never  read  this  book,  and  are  ready  to  seek 
out  reasons  to  justify  them  in  the  neglect  of  it.  To  afford  every  answer 
that  might  be  made  to  these  reasonings  is  not  now  my  object.  I  will  not, 
for  instance,  here  insist  that  the  Revelation  is  the  word  of  God,  and 
therefore  commands  our  attention, — ^that,  as  a  part  of  the  Word  of  God,  all 
Qf  which  is  said  to  be  'profitable  for  instruction,'  etc.,  it  must  carry  with 
it  its  special  profit,  and  that  therefore  to  neglect  it  is  dangerous,-— that 
for  both  these  reasons,  its  being  part  of  revealed  Scripture,  and  of  that 
which  is  deingned  to  be  *  profitable  £or  mstruetion,'  it  must  be  intelligible ; 
if  fulfilled,  as  fumishiag  examples ;  if  unfulfilled,  as  affording  warnings 
for  our  admonition.'^ 

The  caxeAU  reader  of  the  preceding  pages  will  see  that  we 
have  ^ideavoured  to  answer  all  the  arguments  of  the  above  pas- 
sage; Bjni  we  tanist  we  have  sufficiently  shewn  that  both  rever- 
ence may  be  given  -to  the  Apocalypse,  and  instruction  gained 
from  it/  without  considering  its  prophecies  and  images  designed 
specially  for  ourselves.  We  need  therefore  say  no  more  on  this 
topic,  but  ivill  dismiss  Mr.  De  Burgh's  in  many  respects  clever 
and  interesting  volume  with  the  remark  that  we  think  he  has 
imagined  a  charge  against  the  Church  when  he  states  that  the 
Revelation  is  neglected.  Can  he  mean  to  say  that  the  judicious 
reserve  maintained  by  the  Church  of  England  in  passing  by  this 
book  in  its  selection  of  lessons,  is  a  neglect  wluch  makes  him 
tremble  ? 

Mr.  Winslow  tdls  us  that  the  niunerous  non  sequiturs  per- 
petrated by  those  w^ho  use  the  Apocalypse  to  condemn  the 
Papacy,  induced  him  to  study  the  subject,  so  that  he  might,  if 
possible,  find  out  a  more  excfellent  way.  We  wonder  it  dijj  not 
occur  to  bim  that  the  failure  of  one  theory  was  a  warning  against 
his  contriving  anotiier;  but  he  seems  to  have  been  sanguine  of 
success,  and  thinks  that  the  history  of  the  Jews  is  the  true  key 
to  the  mysteries  of  the  Revelation.  The  idea  is  very  ingeniously 
carried  out,  and  we  feel  a  respect  fcwr  the  acuteness  of  the  writer, 
although  we  think  all  his  conclusions  are  vitiated  by  false 
premises. 

We  were  daunted  at  the  threshold  of  the  third  volume  by 
these  positions  in  the  headings  of  the  chapters: — ''The  true 
divinity  of  Christ,  or  the  full  equality  of  the  divine  existence  of 
the  Son  with  that  of  the  Father,  absolutely  indispensable  to  the 
holy  happiness  of  the  Godhead  f'  and,  "  The  indissoluble  union 
of  the  Father  and  the  Son,  as  one  holy  God,  the  source  of 
angelic  intelligent  existence,  and  the  cause  of  angels  receiving 
the  gift  of  holy  happiness.^'  Having  no  confidence  in  any  writer 
who  can  thus  dogmatize  on  the  highest  topics,  and  such  as  are 
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not  jfevealed  to  man^  we  felt  a  dispodtion  to  dose  the  book,  but 
on  looking  into  it  a  little  we  were  justified  in  our  objections  to 
it.  We  will  give  a  few  quotations  without  comment,  to  shew 
that  we  do  not  find  feult  without  a  cause : — 

" '  And  God  made  two  gnat  lights,  the  greater  light  to  rale  the  day, 
and  the  lesser  light  to  role  the  night ;  he  made  the  stars  also.'  The  sud, 
moon,  and  stars  of  the  Jewish  economy  would  be  the  body  of  its  national 
religious  light,  the  body  of  its  national  political  light,  and  the  indi^dnal 
men  who  surpassed  their  fellows  in  intellect,  and  knowledge,  and  positioD, 
constituting  them  ecclesiastical  and  political  leaders.  The  sun  and  moon 
are  also  employed  as  signs  of  the  written  word.  In  this  sense  the  moon 
symbolizes  the  partial  bght  which  Scripture  would  throw  upon  the  divine 
puipose,  during  the  dark  night  of  this  world's  history ;  and  the  sun  sym- 
Dolizes  the  meridian  glory  of  that  day  of  light,  in  which  the  contents  of 
the  four  great  prophecies  shall  be  explained  and  disclosed  as  fulfilled. 
The  sun  and  the  moon  are  further  employed  to  symbolize  the  Christian 
and  the  Jewish  churches ;  the  sun  signifying  the  Christian  Church,  when 
animated  by  the  Ufe,  and  filled  with  the  Spirit  of  the  Sun  of  righteous- 
ness ;  and  the  moon  signifying  the  Jewish  Church,  reflecting  a  borrowed 
light.  When  the  subject  treated  of  is  not  confined  to  things  human  ei- 
clusively,  but  embraces  all  intelligences,  divine,  angeHc,  and  human;  the 
sun  is  used  as  a  sign  of  the  triune  God;  the  moon  as  a  sign  of  humanity; 
and  the  stars  as  signs  of  angels.  ... 

"If  the  seven  spirits  of  God,  or  the  holy  angels,  are  the  ministering 
spirits  of  his  love  and  mercy  to  them  who  receive  his  trath  and  submit  to 
his  spirit ;  then  the  four  angels  who  stood  '  on  the  four  comers  of  the 
earth,  holding  the  four  winds  of  the  earth,'  or  the  wicked  angels,  will  be 
the  ministering  spirits  of  his  wrath  and  vengeance  to  them  who  despise 
his  trath,  and  resist  his  Holy  Spirit.  Therefore,  while  the  hail  and  the 
fire  mingled  with  blood  symbolize  the  incaraation  of  the  divine  purpose, 
it  is  fhe  incaraation  of  its  avenging  aspect.  Before  the  Christian  era, 
the  spiritual  influences  here  signified  were  not  mingled  with  blood  in  the 
sense  of  a  corporate  union ;  for  until  the  birth  of  Christ,  and  his  ascen- 
sion to  heaven,  all  men,  whether  believers  or  unbelievers,  were  strangers 
to  them ;  were  personally  ignorant  of  their  power ;  and  had  no  experience 
of  their  effects  in  their  own  nature.  From  the  day  of  Pentecost,  however, 
the  world  of  invisible  spiritual  life  was  opened ;  and  from  thence,  until 
the  final  regeneration  of  all  living  men,  the  hail  and  fire  shall  continne  to 
be  mingled  with  blood.  *  Trees '  are  symbols  of  individual  men.  '  Green 
grass '  is  a  symbol  of  human  flesh,  or  the  tabernacle  of  man's  intr^^"^''^ 
nature ;  for  *  all  flesh  is  grass.' " 
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ON  THE  BELATION  OF   OUB  LOBD  AND   SAVIOUB  JESUS 
CHRIST,  AS  WELL  TO  JOSEPH  AS  TO  MAET. 

The  instincts  of  mankind,  and,  as  flowing  from  these,  the 
traditions,  usages,  and  laws  of  all  nations,  in  all  ages  of  the 
world,  and  under  all  circumstances,  whether  of  barbarism  or  of 
civilization,  seem  unequivocally  to  point  to  the  male  as  being  not 
merely  the  chief  or  head  and  the  proper  representative  of  the 
species,  but  the  real  reproducer  of  it  also ;  the  man  being  the 
head  of  the  woman ;  the  woman,  on  being  united  to  the  man, 
merging  in  him,  becoming  one  with  him,  and  having  no  right 
nor  any  existence  apart  from  him ;  their  joint  offspring  truly  his, 
bom  indeed  of  her  but  begotten  by  him,  the  fruit  of  his  body, 
named  after  him  and  inheriting  his  substance.  "  What  is  hers, 
is  his ;  what  is  his,  is  his  own,"  a  proverbial  observation  which 
tallies  exactly  with  a  legal  maxim, — "  the  husband  and  wife  are 
one  person  in  law ;  that  is,  the  very  being  or  legal  existence  of 
the  woman  is  suspended  during  the  marriage/'^ 

Physiology,  also  points  in  the  same  direction.  Its  revelations, 
as  far  as  they  go,  are  in  perfect  harmony  with  the  intuitions  of 
instinct.  They  not  merely  demonstrate  that,  in  the  reproduction 
of  the  animal  species,  there  is  a  direct  union  and  incorporation 
of  the  male  with  the  female  generative  element ;  but  they  tend 
also  to  shew,  that,  while  (as  familiar  experience  proves)  there  is 
an  actual  blending  in  the  offspring  of  the  parts  and  qualities  of 
the  two  parents,  the  male  parent  does,  nevertheless,  specially  and 
mainly  impart  those  parts  and  qualities  that  are  characteristic 
as  well  of  the  animal  as  of  the  species — and  very  generally  of 
himself  individually, — the  female  imparting  those  chiefly  that 
are  concerned  in  the  nutrition  and  support  of  the  organism,  and 
which  are  no  otherwise  characteristic  of  either  the  species  or  the 
animal  than  indirectly,  that  is,  simply  because  they  are  ne- 
cessarily constituted  in  conformity  with  the  essential  peculiari- 
ties and  with  the  special  conditions  of  existence  of  both  the 
animal  and  the  species.^ 

Keeping  in  view  what  has  been  now  advanced,  it  may  be  ob- 
served, that,  in  that  most  extraordinary  of  all  interpositions  of 
Divine  Agency  in  human  affairs — the  incarnation  of  our  Lord 
and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ,  there  seems  to  have  been  a  studied 
regard  in  point  oiform  and  spirit  to  the  instincts  in  question. 

«  Blackstone's  Commentaries,  book  i.,  chap.  zv. 

i  For  references  to  authorities  on  these  points,  see  Carpenter's  Principles  of 
Human  Phynologjf^  5th  Ed.,  pp.  805,  and  823,  footnote. 
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Conoeiyed  by  the  Holy  Ohost^  bom  of  the  Vii^n  Mary ^  the 
Son  of  the  Highest,  Very  Ood  and  perfect  man^  our  Lord  Jesus 
Christ  was  yet  a$  a  man,  the  child  of  a  married  woman.  The 
Virgin  Mc^Jier  of  oor  Lord  was  the  wtfe  of  Joseph — and  that^ 
too^  prior  to  the  time  he  was  conceived  in  her  womb^  prior  even 
to  the  time  of  the  '^  Annunciation'^  (Matt.  i.  18, 19, 20 ;  Lnke  ii. 
5).  Tme,  she  was  then  only  the  espoused  wife  of  Joseph.  But 
by  the  Jewish  law,  the  espousals  constituted  the  marriage.  To 
break  the  espousal-contract,  was  to  commit  adultery;  and  to 
marry  a  virgin  that  was  espoused,  was  to  marry  another  man's 
wife  (Deut.  xxii,  28 — 29).  LegaUy,  therefore,  as  well  as  os- 
tensibly, though  not  in  the  way  of  natural  generation,  Christ 
was  the  son  of  Joseph.  As  his  son,  he  was  regarded  by  his 
mother — "  Thy  father  and  I  have  sought  thee  sorrowing'' 
(Luke  ii.  48) ;  himself  "  was  subject  unto  them  ^  as  Ms 
''  parents,'^  recognizing  thereby  Joseph  as  his  father  (Luke  ii. 
41,  51).  And  as  Joseph's  s(m,  he  was  considered  by  the 
common  people— -^' Is  not  this  the  carpenter's  son?"  (Matt. 
xiii.  55). 

I.  To  David  was  the  promise  given:  ''When  thy  days  shall  be 
fulfilled,  and  Hiou  shalt  sleep  with  thy  fathers,  I  will  set  up  thy 
seed  after  thee,  which  shall  proceed  out  of  thy  bowels,  and  I 
will  establish  his  kingdom"  (2  Sam.  vii.  12).  Made  with  im- 
mediate reference  to  Solomon,  this  promise  pointed  also,  and 
emphatically,  to  ''  a  greater  than  Solomon,"  even  to  Christ,  and 
was  So  understood  by  David  (Psalm  cxxxii.  11 ;  Acts  ii.  30). 
And  to  Mary  it  was  announced  regarding  the  son  that  was 
to  be  born  of  her :  ''The  Lord  God  shall  give  unto  him  the 
throne  of  his  father  David ;  and  he  shall  reign  over  the  house 
of  Jacob  for  ever ;  and  of  his  kingdom  there  shall  be  no  end." 
(Lukei.  82,  88). 

With  much  in  its  full  import  that  transcends,  we  have  here 
the  ideas  and  the  language  of  wdinary  political  life — ^an  heir 
promised,  a  line  of  succession  indicated,  a  throne  and  a  house  to 
be  perpetuated  and  securely  established.  And  the  words  made 
use  of  imply  all  that  is  understood  in  human  laws  as  regulating 
the  succession  to  a  crown — lineal  descent,  primogeniture,  a 
valid  title.  In  this  sense,  to  its  fullest  extent,  they  were  clearly 
intended  to  be  received  :  and  thus  regarded,  two  questions  pre- 
sent themselves  for  consideration  : — 

1st.  Was  our  Lord's  descent  firom  David  reckoned  through 
Joseph  or  tiirough  Mary  ?    And 

2nd.  Through  which  parent  was  his  right  to  Darid's  throne 
regarded  as  derived  ? 

Premising  that,  while,  on  the  one  hand,  if  the  lineal  descent 
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of  our  Lord  from  Dayid  and  the  Talidity  of  His  title  had  not 
been  indisputable^  he  would  have  had  no  right  to  the  Jewish 
throne^—Hso,  on  the  other  hand^  no  question  was  ever  raised  on 
the  subject  at  the  time  when  the  daim  was  made^  nor  during 
the  time  that  the  Jewish  archives  remained  raitire/ —  premising 
this,  it  must  be  admitted  that  difficulties  attach  to  the  ousting 
genealogical  records  in  both  the  Old  and  the  New  Testament, 
wldch  we  have  not  now  the  means  of  solving,  and,  likewise,  that 
there  is  not.  that  fulness  and  directness  of  statement  in  the 
writings  of  ibe  evangelists  which  would  preclude  aU  question  on 
the  subject.  Nevertheless,  enough  appears  in  those  c3f  St.  Mat- 
thew and  St.  Luke  to  warrant  its  being  affirmed — ^and  that  with 
a  confidence  short  only  of  absolute  certainty — that  it  was  through 
Joseph,  and  through  him  ahne,  that  the  right  was  derived  and 
the  descent  reckoned. 

The  genealogy  given  by  St.  Matthew  is  unquestionably  that 
of  Joseph's  line.  The  terms  in  which  it  is  drawn  demonstrate 
this :  ''Abraham  begc^  Isaac,  ...  and  Jacob  begat  Joseph 
the  husband  of  Mary.'''  And  the  genealogy  furnished  by  St. 
Luke  is  professedly — at  least  osiensibly,  Joseph's  also:  ''And 
Jesus  himself  b^an  to  be  about  thirty  years  of  age,  being  (as 
was  supposed)  the  son  of  Joseph,  who  was  the  son  o£  Heli,"  etc. 
Some,  indeed,  have  maintained  that  it  is  actually  Joseph's. 
It  is. almost  universally  held,  however,  to  be  really  Mary's ;  and, 
while  the  indefinite  form  of  expression  used— ^"  Son  of,"  so  dif- 
ferent from  the  explicit  term  "  begat"  employed  by  the  other 
evangelists  (and  which  may  include  sons-in-law  equally  with 
sons  prefer),  bears  out  this  supposition,  the  incongruity  of  the 
two  lists  and  the  impossibility  of  identifying  the  Heli  of  St. 
Luke  with  the  Jacob  of  St.  Matthew, — ^and  the  Neri  of  the 
farmer  with  the  Jechonias  of  the  latter  (of  both  of  whom 
Salathiel  is  represented  as  the  son),  seem  almost  completely  to 
negative  any  other  view.^ 

But  granting  this — ^allowing  St.  Luke's  genealogy  to  be 
truly  Mint's,  it  is  remarkable  how  little  Mary  is  regarded  in  it 
and  how  much  Joseph, — nay,  how  completely  Mary  is  set  aside 

c  Dr.  Adam  Clarke»^^'  Farther  considerations  on  the  best  mode  of  recondling  and 
explaining  the  genealogy  of  oar  Lord  as  given  by  St.  Matthew  and  St.  Lnke/  in 
Commmtary  on  the  New  Testammt.  .... 

d  *  The  two  wnS'tn-ktw,  who  are  to  be  noticed  in  this  genealogy,  are  Joseph  the  son- 
in-law  of  HeU',  whose  otim  fieither  wm  Jacob  (Matt,  i,  16),  aoa  Salathiel,  the  son-in- 
law  of  Neri;  whose  oum  fBUlier  was  Jeehoniae  (1  Chron.  iii.  17  and  Matt.  i.  12). 
This  remark  alone  is  anfficent  to  remove  every  difficnlty.  Thus  it  appears  that 
Joaephf  son  of  Jacob,  according  to  St  Matthew,  was  son-in-law  of  HeK  according  to 
St.  Luke.  And  Salathiel,  son  of  Jechonias,  according  to  the  former,  was  son-in-law 
of  Neri,  according  to  the  latter.'    Dr.  Adam  Clarke,  Comm.,  etc.,  note  to  Luke  iii.  23. 
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and  Joseph  sabstituted  in  her  room.  She  is  not  so  much  as 
named  in  it.  It  is  tnie  (as  is  remarked  by  Dr.  Adam  Clarke) 
that  the  "  Hebrews  never  permitted  women  to  enter  into  their 
genealogical  tables,  and  that  whenever  a  famUy  happened  to  end 
with  a  dSamghier,  instead  of  naming  her  in  the  genealogy,  they  in- 
serted her  husband  as  the  mm  of  him  who  was  in  retdi^  but  his 
father-in-law."'  Bnt  without  at  present  raising  any  question  as 
to  the  reason  why  they  did  so,  it  may  be  observed  that,  froia  % 
remark  which  twice  drops  from  St.  Luke's  pen,  it  is  quite 
clear  that  Joseph  was  mainly,  indeed  exclusively,  regarded 
in  the  matter  by  this  evangelist.  He  intimates  respecting 
Joseph,  incidentally  seemingly^  yet  once  at  least  significantly, 
that  he  was  **  of  the  house  of  David'' — ''  of  the  house  and  lineage 
of  David"  (Luke  i.  27 ;  ii.  4).  Mary,  we  allow,  was  of  the  same 
house  and  lineage.  No  such  observation,  however,  is  any  where 
made  of  her — an  omission  the  more  singular,  that,  in  the  place 
where  the  fact  is  first  thus  recorded  of  Joseph,  nothing  seems 
more  natural  than  that  it  should  have  been  recorded  of  her  also 
— ^nay  of  her  rather  than  of  him :  ''  And  in  the  sixth  month  the 
angel  Gabriel  was  sent  from  Ood  unto  a  city  of  (ralilee,  named 
Nazareth,  to  a  virgin  espoused  to  a  man  whose  name  was  Joseph, 
of  the  house  of  David"  (Lukei.  26,  27).  A  man  of  the  house 
of  David !  Why  not  also  and  rather  a  virgin  of  the  house 
of  David,  but  that,  while  the  mention  of  it  respecting  him  was 
important,  it  was  quite  unimportant  respecting  her  ?  f 

Taking  then  St.  Luke's  genealogy  to  be  really  Mary's,  but 
taking  the  considerations  now  adduced  along  with  it,  it  seems 
scarcely  possible  to  avoid  the  conclusion  that,  considered  in  its 
legal  intent  and  in  relation  to  the  crown-rights  of  our  Lord,  it 
is  potentially  Joseph's. 

But  duly  regarded,  St.  Matthew's  genealogy  is  decisive  of  the 
questions  before  us.  We  are  but  too  apt  to  read  the  evangelical 
narratives  as  we  would  a  connected  and  contemporaneously 
written  history,  the  production  of  difTerent  contributors  yet 
written  in  concert  and  after  a  prescribed  plan — ^agreeably  to 
which  each  confines  himself  to  a  particular  portion  of  the  gene- 
ral subject,  leaving  it  to  his  coadjutors  to  supply  the  rest.  To 
read  them  thus  is,  very  often,  to  read  them  amiss,  and  to  lose 
much  of  their  real  import.     St.  Matthew  wrote  his  gospel  long 

•  Commentary i  etc.    Note  on  Luke  iii.  23. 

/  It  is  very  remarkable  that  there  is  no  direct  or  explicit  statement  in  any  part  of 
the  New  Testament  as  to  the  tribe  to  which  Mary  belonged ;  and  but  for  the  presump- 
tion (a  very  certain  one  it  may  be  allowed)  that  the  genealogy  furnished  by  St.  Luke 
gives  Mary's  line,  it  might  be  inferred  from  the  intimation  made  of  her  being 
cousin  to  Elizabeth  (chap.  i.  36),  who  was  of  the  house  of  Leti^  that  Mary  was  her- 
self of  the  same  house. 
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before  St.  Luke  wrote  his,  and  doubtless,  without  any  knowledge 
or  anticipation  that  it  ever  would  be  written.  And  writing  thus 
independently,  it  is  clear  that  in  his  estimation  the  only  gene- 
alogy that  legally  connected  our  Lord  with  David,  or  was  of  any 
value,  was  the  genealogy  of  Joseph.  And  it  is  peculiarly  im- 
portant to  observe  further,  as  regards  both  the  acceptance  by  the 
Jews  (for  whom  especially  this  gospel  was  written)  of  the  gene- 
alogy given  them,  and  the  view  taken  of  it  by  St.  Matthew  him- 
self, that  the  genealogy  in  question  is  directly  followed  by  a 
plain  and  unequivocal  intimation  that  Joseph  was  not  the  actual 
or  the  natural  father  of  our  Lord.  "  Now  the  birth  of  Jesus 
Christ  was  on  this  wise,^^  is  the  very  first  observation  which  suc- 
ceeds the  record  of  the  genealogy;  and  the  account  given  of 
it  is,  that  "  When  as  His  mother  Mary  was  espoused  to  Joseph, 
before  they  came  together,  she  was  found  with  child  of  the 
Holy  Ghost/'  (Matt.  i.  18.)  With  child  of  the  Holy  Ghost ! 
One  would  think  that  an  announcement  so  extraordinary  needed 
some  explanation  to  justify  the  genealogy  given.  Yet  none 
seems  to  have  been  thought  necessary.  The  Jews,  indeed,  must 
have  been  quite  prepared  for  such  an  announcement  regarding 
the  manner  of  the  Messiah's  birth.  "  A  virgin  shall  conceive 
and  bear  a  son,''  was  what  their  evangelical  prophet  had  foretold 
them  of.  But  that  St.  Matthew  should  thus  exclusively,  and 
without  any  explanation,  have  affiliated  Him  to  Joseph,  and 
through  him  to  David,  can  be  accounted  for  on  no  other  prin- 
ciple than  this — that,  even  under  the  circumstances,  Joseph's 
line  and  it  alone  was  regarded,  not  by  the  evangelist  only  but 
by  the  whole  Jewish  nation  also,  as  the  proper  one.  Writing  as 
a  Jew,  and  more  immediately  for  his  own  countrymen,  the  Jews, 
St.  Matthew  presented  them  with  such  a  genealogy  as  he  knew 
they  would  neither  gainsay  nor  refuse,  nay,  peradventure  with 
such  a  genealogy  as  he  knew  they  would  alone  accept.  That  is 
the  construction  it  admits  of  and  requires. 

It  is,  then,  altogether  inconceivable  that  had  the  crown- 
rights  of  our  Lord  passed  to  him  legally  through  Mary,  or  his 
descent  from  David  been  properly  in  Mary's  line,  both  St.  Mat- 
thew and  St.  Luke  would,  so  completely  as  they  have  done,  have 
in  these  respects  omitted  all  allusion  to  her. 

And  in  relation,  further,  to  the  questions  under  consider- 
ation, it  may  be  observed,  with  regard  to  the  lines  in  which 
Joseph  and  Mary  were  respectively  descended  from  David,  that 
Joseph  came  in  the  elder,  and  royal,  and  male  line,  Mary  in  the 
younger,  and  private,  and  female  line — the  two  lines  meeting  and 
being  united  in  the  person  of  Zenibbabel,  "  by  the  marriage  of 
Salathiel,  chief  of  the  royal  family  of  Solomon,  with  the  daughter 
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of  JVm,  chief  and  heretrix  of  the  hmify  of  Nathtm/'g  WhSe, 
thereforey  Joseph  had  in  himtelf  rights  ^ery  difTevent  from  any 
that  could  haTe  belonged  to  Mary — frights  higher  than  hers,  prior 
to  hers,  and  exduding  hers,  it  may  be  questioned  whether  Mary 
carried  with  her  any  to  which,  under  the  oircumataiiees,  ths 
smallest  legal  yalue  oonld  be  attached.  But  sui^MMtng  that  she 
had,  it  is  plain  that  in  Tirtue  of  her  relation  to  Joseph,  those 
rights,  even  in  the  eye  of  St.  Luke,  oame  to  be  vested  in  him  as 
her  husband.  Such  as  they  were  or  may  have  been,  those  rights 
had  through  marriage  been  transferred  to  him  and  made  bis — 
and  that  in  such  manner  and  in  such  a  sense  as  to  be  accounted 
his,  and  be  by  him  conveyed  to  Christ.  Thus  had  Joseph  e^- 
tred  in  himself  a  double  power  to  transmit  the  succession  to 
Darid's  throne  and  the  honours  of  Darid^s  house  to  Him  who, 
albeit  He  was  Darid's  Lord,  was  yet  David's  Son  and  Heir. 

The  position  so  clearly  assigned  by  the  evangelists  to  Joseph 
in  relation  to  the  Saviour  cannot  be  considered  as  acoidiental  or 
undesigned.  No  reason  is  given  for  it.  But  the  details  famished 
in  connexion  with  it  (fragmentary  as  they  mostly  are)  and 
those  withheld,  are  of  such  a  nature  as  unequivocally  to  bespeak 
some  reason  or  principle  underlying  it.  And,  duly  considered, 
the  position  in  question,  as  thus  exhibited,  seems  irresistibly  to 
point  to  the  inference  before  adverted  to,  as  dedocible  firom  the 
universal  instincts  of  mankind  and  from  physiology,  as  to  the 
represerUative  and  reprodudive  relations  of  the  nuSe,  It  might 
of  itself  suggest  that  inference ;  and  it  certainly  seems  to  impart 
to  it,  viewed  as  the  expression  of  a  law  of  nature,  a  support  in 
the  way  of  proof  or  evidence  which  is  all  the  stronger  that  it  is 
indirect  and  special.  Conversely,  the  law  itself  thus  evolved  and 
thus  seen  to  rest  on  two  perfectly  distinct  and  independent 
grounds — ^the  one  physiological,  the  other  that  of  a  universal  in- 
stinct— may  serve  to  explain  or  enable  us  the  better  to  under- 
stand why  that  position  was  assigned  to  Joseph]  that  is,  its 
capacity  to  comprehend  or  include  this  position  under  it,  may 
suggest  to  us  whether  it  be  not  that  self-same  law  which  Was  the 
foundation  of  it  in  the  Divine  Mind ;  and,  peradventure,  lead  us 
to  see  in  it — to  recognize  even  in  this  case,  altoffeiher  exceptional 
as  we  may  at  first  be  disposed  to  regard  it,  an  instance  of  that 
conformity  to  His  own  laws  which  everything  that  we  know  of 
His  actings  shews  to  be  a  ruling  principle  in  the  government 
of  God. 

II.     Nor  may  this  law  be  without  its  use  in  throwing  at 

9  Dr.  Adam  Clarke,  Cp.  Cit.    Note  to  Luke  iiL  23. 


1857].  a$  well  to  Josq^h  oi  to  Mary.  279 

least  a  ray  of  light  over  a  much  more  mysterioufi  and  difficult 
subject  than  that  of  our  Lord's  relations  to  David — ^the  true 
nature  of  His  Humanily. 

And  to  mankind  in  general  this  is  a  subject  of  £Etr  deeper 
interest.  The  relations  of  our  Lord  to  the  common  family  of 
man  reach  immeasurably  beyond  those  which  He  bore  to  Daiid. 
Nay^  these  were  but  subservient  to  the  former.  There  wms 
a  promise  made  to  Abraham  of  a  higher  nature  than  that  made 
to  David:  ''In  thy  seed  shall  all  the  nations  of  tiie  earth 
be  blessed'*  (Gen.  zxii.  18;  Gen.  xii.  9)^ — a  promise  ratifying 
one  of  still  earlier  date,  and  made  at  the  time  when  the  whole 
human  £Amily  pent  up  as  yet  in  Adam  had  fallen  in  him,  and 
death  had  passed  upon  the  race,  namely,  that  ''the  seed  of  the 
woman  should  bruise  the  serpent's  head"  (Gen.  iii.  15).  And 
it  was  as  this  promised  seed — the  Desire  of  all  nations,  equally 
as  the  Holy  One  of  Israel,  that  He  came  into  the  world.  It 
was  to  reign  over  the  Gentiles  as  well  as  over  the  house  of 
Judah,  that  He  came.  His  great  mission  was  to  seek  and  to 
save  the  lost  children  of  His  Father,  of  whatever  name,  or  kindred, 
or  tongue.  And,  "forasmuch  as  the  children  are  partakers  of 
flesh  and  blood.  He  also  Himself  likewise  took  part  of  the  same, 
that  through  death  He  might  destroy  him  that  had  the  power  of 
death,  that  is,  the  devil,  and  deliver  them."  To  accomplish  the 
work  which  His  !E^her  gave  Him  to  do,  it  "  behoved"  Him  to 
be  "made  in  all  things  like  unto  His  brethren."  And,  accord- 
ingly. He  took  upon  Him  "not  the  nature  of  angels,"  but  "the 
seed  of  Abraham"  and  the  "  fashion"  of  a  man. 

^  In  now  hazarding  a  few  observations  on  our  Lord's  Humanity, 
it  is  with  a  sense  of  the  reverence  and  the  modesty  which  a  sub- 
ject so  mysterious  and  so  peculiarly  sacred  should  be  approached. 
It  is  with  a  conviction,  however,  that  within  certain  limits  it  is  a 
legitimate  subject  of  enquiry, — and  with  a  persuasion  also,  that, 
in  freedom  and  boldness  of  speculation,  it  would  be  difficult  to 
exceed  the  licence  which  at  different  times  the  chiu*ch  herself  has 
taken.  Nor  is  it  without  a  hope,  that  if  the  light  which  it  sheds 
(as  exhibited  in  the  former  part  of  these  pages)  has  been  bor- 
rowed to  elucidate  a  general  law  of  Nature,  light  in  its  turn  may 
from  this  law  be  reflected  back  upon  it,  and  enable  us  the  more 
olearly  to  see  at  least  its  bearings. 

We  learn  from  Holy  Scripture  that  the  purposes  of  God,  in 
the  economy  of  human  salvation,  required  that  the  Redeemer 
should  be  traly  man  and  one  with  men,  while  yet  He  should  be 
truly  God  and  perfect  man.  We  learn  further,  from  the  same 
source,  that  while  He  was  born  of  a  woman  He  was  conceived  by 
the  Holy  Ghost.    And  we  have  just  seen  that  in  His  own  family 
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relations  as  a  man.  He  ia  set  forth  as  the  son  of  Joseph. .  These 
several  revelations  of  fact  and  requirement  seem  all  to  suggest 
and  to  consist  with  these  following  assumptions  as  to  the 
essential  conditions  involved  in  His  Humanity :  First,  That 
while  He  should  come  into  the  world  ostensibly  after  the  manner 
of  men,  it  should  yet  be  9ofar  essentially  otherwise  than  in  the 
way  of  natural  generation ;  and,  in  particular,  that  while  one  of 
the  links  in  the  double  chain,  so  to  speak,  by  which  the  ge- 
neration of  men  is  accomplished,  should  be  preserved,  the  chief 
and  more  essential  link  should  be  broken ;  that  is,  that  while  the 
female  element  should  remain,  the  male  element  should  be  ex- 
cluded. Had  both  the  links  been  broken,  it  is  impossible  (hu- 
manly speaking)  to  conceive  how  He  could  have  appeared  on 
the  earth  as  a  man.  Had  both  the  links  remained  intact.  He 
must  needs  have  been  an  ordinary  man.  Secondly,  That  as 
Mary,  being  a  woman,  was  not,  nor  could  be,  a  proper  represen- 
tative of  humanity,  and  was  besides  incompetent  adequately  to 
supply  either  the  material  or  the  dynamical  elements  necessary 
to  impart  the  attributes  of  Humanity  to  her  Son,'  it  was  requi- 
site that  her  husband  Joseph,  although  he  had  neither  part  nor 
lot  in  His  conception,  should  yet  be  vicariously  or  subetitutionaUy 
His  father — the  Holy  Ghost  being  in  point  of  fact  substituted 
for  him,  and  by  substitution,  repreaerUing  and  acting  for  him. 

The  Athanasian  Creed,  indeed,  bears  that  our  Lord  Jesus 
Christ  is  "  Man  of  the  substance  of  his  Mother.''  It  may  be 
questioned  whether  this  expression  (which  contrasts  remarkably 
with  the  statement  in  the  Apostles'  Creed,  '^  Conceived  of  the 
Holy  Ohost,  born  of  the  Virgin  Mary,")  reaches  or  realizes  the 
fall  idea  of  his  humanity.  The  object  revealed  to  us,  as  sought 
to  be  accomplished  in  regard  to  our  Lord's  humanity,  is,  the  re- 
creation within  the  family  of  man,  and  as  one  of  that  family,  of 
a  perfect  man,  such  as  Adam  at  the  first  was.  Whether,  then, 
is  it  the  more  reasonable  view  to  suppose  that  he  derived  ,his 
humanity  so  exclusively  from  Mary,  as  the  Athanasian  Creed 
represents,  or  in  the  manner  just  suggested  ?  It  was  surely  as 
a  man,  that  he  was  conceived  by  the  Holy  Ghost  in  ihe  womb 
of  the  Virgin.  As  a  man,  therefore,  he  owed  his  humanity,  in 
part  at  least,  if  not  in  fact  altogether,  to  the  Divine  Spirit ;  and 
to  maintain  that  in  the  conception  of  him,  this  Divine  Spirit 
acted  in  the  room  and  in  the  behalf  of  Joseph,  is  in  perfect  har- 
mony with  the  relation  which  both  St.  Matthew  and  St.  Luke 
exhibit  Joseph  as  holding  towards  him.     And  peradventure  the 

g  Besides  the  general  grounds  deducible  from  the  instincts  already  so  often  re- 
ferred to  in  these  pages,  there  are  physiological  grounds  for  the  allegation  in  the  text^ 
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view  now  sabmitted  will  serve  to  explain^  and  itself  derive  sup« 
port  from  an  intelligent  appreciation  of  the  reason  why,  in  the 
incarnation  of  our  Lord^  the  male  element,  rather  than  the 
female,  was  actually  excluded,  while  virtually  represented. 
There  was,  of  course,  the  very  necessity  of  the  case.  It  was  ea; 
necessitate  rei  that  our  Lord  should  be  born  of  a  woman.  It  is 
impossible  to  conceive  how  otherwise  he  could  have  come  into 
the  world  as  a  man.  But  admitting  this,  there  is  another 
reason  besides.  In  Adam  personally  the  whole  human  race 
fell.  Eve  was  first  in  the  transgression,  but  it  was  Adam's  dis- 
obedience that  brought  death  into  the  world.  He  was  the 
federal  head  of  the  race.  In  his  loins  the  race  lay.  Eve  held 
no  such  relation  to  it.  The  common  mother  of  the  family  of 
man,  she  was  herself  the  offspring  of  Adam  and  included  in 
him.  Neither  does  any  daughter  of  Adam  hold  the  relation  of 
progenitor  to  the  children  born  of  her,  but  their  father  alone, 
whose  they  truly  are.  '*  Behold  to  me  Thou  hast  given  no 
seed;  and,  lo,  one  born  in  my  house  is  mine  heir,''  was  the 
mournful  ejaculation  of  the  believing,  yet  perplexed,  Abram. 
And  the  assurance  he  received  in  this  regard,  embodied  the 
principle  here  insisted  on — a  principle  uniformly  recognized  in 
Scripture,  and  continually  breaking  out  in  the  language  of  the 
Old  Testament :  ^'  This  shall  not  be  thine^  heir ;  but  he  that 
shall  come  forth  out  of  thine  oum  bowels  shall  be  thine  heir."-'* 
Accordingly,  '^  the  second  Adam,  the  Lord  firom  heaven,"  could 
not  as  a  man  have  sprung  directly  from  a  son  of  the  first  Adam. 
Mary  might  bear  him  while  Joseph  could  not  beget  him.  Con- 
versely, bearing  him,  Mary  could  not  constitute  him  what  he 
truly  was — a  man.  The  Divine  Spirit,  therefore,  must  needs 
have  had  the  chief,  if  not  indeed  in  everything  essential,  the 
whole  share  in  imparting  the  attributes  of  humanity  to  the 
Redeemer;  an  inference  which,  though  at  variance  with  the 
doctrine  of  the  Athanasian,  is  strictly  in  accordance  with  that 
of  the  Apostles'  Creed :  "  conceived  by  the  Holy  Ghost,  bom  of 
the  Virgin  Mary."  Nay,  with  that  also  of  the  Nicene  Creed : 
'^incarnate  by  the  Holy  Ghost  of  the  Virgin  Mary." 

And  in  assuming  that  therein  he  represented  and  acted  in 
the  behalf  and  room  of  Joseph,  there  is  surely  nothing  that 
detracts  from  the  miraculous  character  or  from  the  sacredness 
of  the  incarnation — nothing  that  is  not  in  perfect  harmony  with 
the  general  analogy  of  God's  dealing,  or  the  general  tenour  of 
the  revelations  he  has  made  to  us  in  lus  word  and  in  his  works : 
nay,  that  is  not  in  fact  reflected  from  the  light  he  has  vouch- 

J  Gen.  zv.  3,  4, 
VOL.  V. NO.  X.  U 
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•afed  to  us  in  his  Word  as  to  the  relation  of  onr  Lord  to  Iub 
reputed  father  Joseph. 

Nor  is  there  anything  that  trenches  on  our  Lord^s  Divi- 
nitj.  The  taking  of  the  humanity  into  Godhead  was  a  per- 
fectly distinct  and  independent  element  in  the  incarnation. 
Simultaneous  it  may  have  been^  and  probably  was,  with  the  in- 
carnation itself;  but  it  was  altogether  different  in  character, 
and  accomplished  by  the  Holy  Ghost  as  representing  the  God- 
head alone  and  exclusively. 

It  may,  in  conclusion,  be  observed,  that,  in  this  whole 
matter,  viewed  in  its  relations  to  our  Lord's  humanity,  it  is  not 
in  one  particular  only,  but  in  two  (these  two,  however,  embracing 
everything  essential),  that  the  form  and  spirit  of  Law  and 
Ordsr  have  been  preserved  intact.  It  is  manifest  that  they 
have  been  adhered  to,  not  merely  (1.)  in  respect  of  the  general 
law  which  at  the  first  made  and  still  regards  the  man  as  the 
chief  of  our  race,  the  head  of  the  woman,  the  proper  represen- 
tative and  the  real  reproducer  of  the  species ;  but  (2.)  in  respect 
also  of  the  special  law  and  appointment  of  marriage,  '^  institnted 
of  Ood  in  the  time  of  man's  innocency,''  declared  to  be  '^  holy/' 
and  by  our  Lord  himself  '^adorned  and  beautified  with  his 
presence  and  first  miracle  that  he  wrought  in  Cana  of  Galilee  " 
At  the  time  he  was  conceived  in  her  womb,  the  Mother  of  our 
Lord  was  the  unfe  of  Joseph.  It  is  this,  indeed,  which  gives  to 
the  position  assigned  in  Scripture  to  Joseph,  in  its  relations  to 
David,  its  whole  reality  and  value.  Biit  it  is  not  the  less  de- 
serving of  consideration  in  the  point  of  view  from  which  the 
subject  of  our  Lord's  humanity  has  just  been  regarded. 

One  or  two  other  observations,  and  these  very  briefly.  It 
will  be  at  once  apparent  how  adverse  to  the  Romish  doctrine  of 
Mariolatry  the  views  here  submitted  are.  Yet  let  usexamine 
this  doctrine  a  little  in  detail,  and,  if  possible,  without  prejudice. 
The  views  in  question  do  not,  indeed,  touch  the  doctrine  of 
''the  immaculate  conception;"  and  it  may  be  freely  allowed 
that  the  same  divine  agency  by  which  the  Redeemer  was  mira- 
culously conceived  in  the  womb  of  Mary,  may  simultaneonsly 
with  the  conception,  and  in  virtue  of  her  Son's  all-sufficient 
merits,  have  purged  her  of  every  stain — making  her  a  clean 
vessel  for  the  reception  of  so  divine  a  seed.  Scripture,  however, 
has  given  us  no  information  on  this  point;  and  the  doctrine 
itself  cannot  by  any  Protestant  be  regarded  in  any  other  light 
than  as  a  ''fond  imagination."  Yet  there  is  nothing  in  it,  thus 
simply  viewed,  that  need  excite  any  feeling  of  repugnance.  But 
while  thus  in  itself  nothing  eLse  than  a  pure  hypothesis,  without 
any  warrant  in  Scripture,  it  has  by  the  Church  of  Rome  been 
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made  one  of  the  grounds  on  which  an  undue  exaltation  has 
been  given  to  Mary^  and  divine  honours  claimed  for  her.  It 
may  be  questioned^  however>  whether  it  would  have  been  thus 
used^  nay^  whether  it  would  have  been  entertained  at  all^  had 
not  a  deeper  and  a  wider  foundation  for  this  higher  doctrine 
been  laid  in  the  mere  fact  of  Mary's  maternal  relation  to  our 
Lord.  That  this  fact  furnishes  no  sound  reason  for  such  a 
foundation  has^  it  is  hoped^  been  here  clearly  shewn  from  Scrip- 
ture^ indirectly  it  is  true^  but  all  the  more  clearly  on  that 
account.  Mary^  indeed,  was  the  Mother  of  our  Lord.  And 
^'  highly  favoured  '^  as  she  thus  was,  and  ^^  blessed  among  wo- 
men^' as  she  is  and  will  be,  even  ^'throughout  all  generations/^ 
Joseph,  whom  the  Church  of  Rome  has  altogether  overlooked, 
must  yet  be  regarded  as  holding  towards  him  the  nearer  and 
more  excellent  relation.  Accordingly,  either  the  doctrine  of 
Mariolatry  is  no  true  doctrine,  or  that  church  must  have  omitted 
from  her  creed  a  co-relative  and  still  higher  doctrine,  and  can 
be  no  true  custodian  of  the  faith. 

Again :  the  cardinal  facts  as  to  the  relation  which  St.  Mat- 
thew and  St.  Luke  exhibit  Joseph  as  standing  in  towards  the 
Redeemer,  may  be  adverted  to  as  not  the  least  striking  among 
the  "undesigned  coincidences^'  in  which  the  Scriptures  abound, 
and  which  the  lata  Professor  Slunt  of  Cambridge  has  turned  to  so 
admirable  an  account  as  an  argument  for  their  veracity.  The 
record  of  the  facts  cannot,  indeed,  be  considered  as  undesigned. 
But  the  manner  of  their  exhibition  by  the  two  evangelists,  so 
different  and  yet  so  truly  consistent,  has  all  the  appearance  of 
being  so.  And  it  may  just  be  added  in  connexion  with  this, 
that  an  impostor,  giving  the  pedigree  of  the  Saviour,  would 
never  in  all  probability  have  dreamt  of  regarding  Joseph.  Nay, 
representing  our  Lord  to  be^  what  he  is  set  forth  to  us  in  Scrip-^ 
ture,  as  being  "  God  manifest  in  the  flesh,^'  it  may  well  be 
doubted  whether,  for  the  credibility  of  his  story,  he  would  have 
ventured^  even  had  the  idea  of  it  crossed  his  mind,  to  give  to 
such  a  personage,  born  into  the  world  (as  alleged  by  him)  in  a 
manner  so  exceptional,  and  invested  with  the  attributes  of 
Deity,  such  a  pedigree  as  St,  Matthew,  '^  writing  as  he  was 
moved  by  the  Holy  Ghost,''  has  not  hesitated  to  give  him,  or 
have  connected  him  so  pointedly  with  Joseph  as  St.  Luke, 
while  recording,  for  the  information  of  the  Gentile  Church,  his 
Mother's  line,  has  both  there  and  elsewhere  so  manifestly  done. 

A.  H. 
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Therb  are  found  in  the  New  Testament  certain  striking  ind- 
dents,  simply  and  concisely  recorded^  which,  though  they  may 
only  caU  forth  impatient  cavils  on  the  part  of  the  sceptic,  are  yet 
weU  snited,  if  duly  studied  and  compared  with  other  parts  of 
Holy  Writ,  to  nourish  and  confirm  the  devout  Christian's  faith 
in  the  word  of  Ood,  and  in  the  divine  sonship  of  Jesus  of 
Nazareth,  the  adorable  Saviour  of  sinners.  To  this  class  of 
facts  may  especially  be  referred  the  visit  of  Jesus  to  Jerusalem, 
when  only  twelve  years  of  age,  his  singular  temporary  separa- 
tion from  his  parents  on  that  occasion,  and  his  unexpected  ap- 
pearance in  the  temple,  where  his  deportment,  intelligence, 
and  answers  rendered  him  the  object  of  general  surprise  and 
admiration. 

Before  we  transcribe  the  inspired  Evangelist's  interesting 
narrative  of  this  remarkable  transaction,  it  will  be  expedient  not 
to  overlook  the  immediately  preceding  verse,  which  contains  a 
beautiful  summary  of  the  previous  history  of  Jesus,  from  the 
time  that  Joseph  and  Mary  finally  took  up  their  abode  af  Na- 
zareth, after  the  return  from  Egypt.  St.  Luke  writes — ''And 
the  child  grew  and  waxed  strong  in*  spirit,  filled  with  wisdom, 
and  the  grace  of  God  was  upon  him.''  Thus  habitually  and 
effectually  upheld,  taught,  and  protected  by  the  love  and  favour 
of  the  Most  High ;  Jesus,  although,  as  he  increased  in  years, 
he  was  ever  advancing  from  one  degree  of  wisdom  and  know- 
ledge to  another,  still  attaining  to  that  which  was  highest  of 
its  kind,  was  never  seen  to  be  a  child,  like  other  children,  in 
moral  weakness  and  waywardness  of  temper  and  character.  Nor 
had  he,  as  he  gradually  grew  up  to  man's  estate,  to  unlearn  (as 
too  many,  or  rather  as  we  all  have  to  do),  the  ignorant  and 
erroneous  notions  and  prejudices  of  childhood — he  had  indeed 
to  learn,  but  not  to  unlearn.  Amiable,  docile  and  obliging — 
conciliating  universal  esteem  and  regard  from  his  pure  and  un- 
wavering love  and  practice  of  piety,  goodness,  and  benevolence 
— ^happy  as  a  heart  overflowing  with  goodwill  to  all  around  him, 
and  a  conscience  at  perfect  peace  with  God  and  man  could  make 

«  Matt.  ii.  23. 

^  In  this  passage,  the  same  form  of  expression  is  applied  to  the  hnman  soul  of 
the  adorable  Saviour,  as  is  used  of  John,  the  son  of  Zacharias,  in  Luke  i.  80. 
The  strength  of  spirit  implies  firmness  and  teachableness,  to  the  exclusion  of  self- 
will. 
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him ;  even  his  childish  occupations^  pursuits^  and  joys  would 
never  partake  of  the  idle  and  aimless  fiivolty/  still  less  of  the 
instinctive  attachment  to  self  which  usually  marks  the  season 
of  childhood.  We  may  well  believe  that  this  child's  looks, 
words,  and  actions  bore  the  uniform  stamp  and  impress  of  a 
consistent,  gentle,  loving,  and  more  than  human  holiness;  and 
that  he  was  in  all  that  came  within  the  sphere  of  childhood,  a 
daily  and  hourly  winning  model  and  example  of  '^  whatsoever 
things  are  true,  honest,  just,  pure,  lovely,  and  of  good  report.*' 
Accordingly,  in  quiet  steadiness  of  purpose  on  the  side  of  truth 
and  godliness,  in  knowledge,  wisdom,  discretion,  and  benevo- 
lence, he  would  be  far  beyond  his  years ;  and  we  should  espe- 
cially expect  to  see  him,  at  all  times  and  in  all  places  and  cir- 
cumstances, demeaning  himself  towards  Joseph  and  Mary,  alike 
from  solemn  religious  obligation  and  filial  love,  as  a  dutiful  and 
affectionate  son,  earnestly  desirous  to  promote  their  comfort 
and  happiness,  watchful  to  avoid  whatever  might  seem  in  the 
slightest  degree  likely  to  displease  or  grieve  them,  and  willing 
to  abandon  at  once  even  the  most  cherished  purpose,  should  it 
be  one  to  which  their  judgment  and  feelings  were  opposed. 

Let  us  now,  without  further  introduction,-  proceed  to  a  care^ 
fill  examination  of  the  details  of  this  memorable  visit  to 
Jerusalem,  which  the  Evangelist  was  directed  to  record  for  the 
instruction  of  the  Church,  and  for  the  confirmation  of  our  faith 
in  Jesus  as  the  Son  of  God. 

^'Now  his  parents  went  to  Jerusalem  every  year,  at  the 
feast  of  the  passover.  And  when  he  was^  twelve  years  old  they 
went  up  to  Jerusalem  after  the  custom  of  the  feast.  And  when 
they  had  fulfilled  the  days,  as  they  returned,  the  child  Jesus 
tarried  behind  in  Jerusalem ;  alid  Joseph  and  his  mother  knew 
not  of  it.  But  they,  supposing  him  to  have  been  in  the  com- 
pany, went  a  day's  journey ;  and  they  sought  him  among  their 
kinsfolk  and  acquaintance.  And  when  they  foimd  him  not, 
they  turned  back  again  to  Jerusalem  seeking  him.  And  it 
came  to  pass,   that  after  three  days  they  found  him  in  the 

e  It  is  thought  by  some  to  have  been  an  established  custom  among  the  Jews,  to 
take  their  sons,  when  arrived  at  the  age  of  twelve  years,  to  Jerusalem,  where  they 
were  introduced  to  a  participation  in  the  services  of  the  temple.  Of  course,  no 
tradition,  however  general  at  the  present  day  among  the  dispersed  Hebrew  race,  in 
reference  to  matters  not  enjoined  in  the  Holy  Scriptures,  can  be  accepted  as  a  valid 
proof  that  any  particular  usage,  thus  supported,  was  certainly  in  force  in  the  time 
of  our  Lord.  If,  however,  we  may  think  that  the  above  was  already  then  an  esta- 
blished national  custom,  it  wiU  not,  perhaps,  be  difficult  to  suppose  that  it  may  have 
pleased  the  Heavenly  Father,  on  so  special  an  occasion,  to  have  vouchsafed  to  Israel 
in  the  temple,  as  well  as  to  Joseph  and  Mary,  something  like  a  dawning  manifesta- 
tion of  the  true  character  and  dignity  of  the  child  Jesus. 
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temple^  sitting  in  the  midst  of  the  doctors^  both  hearing  them 
and  asking  tiiem  questions.  And  all  that  heard  him  were 
astonished  at  his  understanding  and  answers/' — Lnke  ii.  41-47. 

And  now^  what  is  it  that  we  must  at  once  infer  firom  St. 
Lnke's  words — **  the  child  Jesns  tarried  behind  at  Jemsalem^ 
and  Joseph  and  Mary  knew  not  of  it?''  Doubtless^  that  it  was 
a  designel  and  deliberate  act  on  the  part  of  Jesos  to  remain 
by  himself  in  the  city^  though  aware  that  his  parents  must  have 
set  forth  on  their  homeward  journey  in  the  happy  assurance 
that  their  belored  child  continued  to  be  their  fdlow-traveUer. 
Nor  could  he  possibly  be  ignorant  of  the  painful  astonishment 
and  uncertainty  whidi  would  be  the  immediate  consequence  of 
the  unwelcome  and  unexpected  discovery  that  he  was  no  longer 
with  them.  On  the  other  hand,  the  fact  that  they  should,  on 
this  occasion,  when  at  a  distance  from  home,  have  allowed  him 
to  be  out  of  their  sight  during  the  whole  day,  is  a  convincing 
proof  of  the  entire  confidence  which  they  must  have  reposed 
in  his  piety,  discretion,  and  affection,  and  how  impossible  they 
deemed  it  to  be,  that  he  should  designedly  and  deliberately  act 
towards  them  as  he  had  done,  as  if  forgetful  of  their  peace  and 
comfort,  and  in  seeming  disregard  of  the  plainest  obligations 
of  filial  affection  and  duty. 

Again,  how  are  we  to  understand  the  Evangelist's  statement 
— rafter  ''three  days  they  found  him  in  the  temple?"  It  is 
quite  unnecessary  to  suppose  that  Joseph  and  Mary,  on  their 
return  to  Jerusalem,  spent  three  days  in  vainly  seeking  Jesus ; 
for,  according  to  a  well-known  scriptural  idiom,  the  phrase — 
''ailer  three  days"  may  very  well  mean,  "on  the  third  day." 
Did  they  then  pass  two  days  in  a  fruitless  search,  and  at  length 
succeed  in  finding  the  child  on  the  third  day?  The  correct 
account  of  what  then  occurred  is  probably  not  unlike  the  fol- 
lowing. The  three  days  began  on  the  morning  of  the  depar- 
ture of  Mary  and  Joseph  for  Nazareth,  when  their  unconscious 
separation  from  Jesus  commenced.  On  that  morning,  the  child 
would  of  course  rise  and  go  with  his  parents  to  the  spot  which 
had  been  appointed  as  the  common  meeting-place  of  the  several 
families  with  whom  they  were  to  return  to  Galilee.  When  the 
company  set  forward,  Jesus  intentionally  remained  behind, 
while  his  parents  proceeded  on  their  way,  without  entertaining 
the  slightest  idea  of  his  purpose.  At  the  close  of  the  first  day's 
journey,  when,  after  making  every  inquiiy,  the  child  could  no- 
where be  found;  Mary's  maternal  affection  and  overpowering 
longing  to  recover  the  missing  treasure  of  her  heart,  would 
urge  the  paramount  duty  and  necessity  of  immediately  retrac- 
ing their  steps,  and  they  would  begin,  on  that  same  evening,  to 
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bend  their  course  once  more  towards  Jerusalem.  Strong  as 
would  be  the  pious  mother's  faith  in  the  exercise  of  a  divine 
guardianship  over  the  holy  child^  it  would  not  exclude  the 
pressure  of  a  present  burden  of  painful  uncertainty  and  anxiety, 
her  whole  soul  craving  to  have  him  once  more  safe  under  her 
own  watchful  eye.  During  the  night,  they  would  not  desire 
more  rest  than  nature  would  absolutely  require,  resuming  their 
journey  early  on  the  next  morning ;  and  as  they  would  proceed 
more  rapidly  than  on  the  preceding  day,  there  is  no  difficulty 
in  believing  that  they  reached  Jerusalem  not  later  than  the  noon 
of  the  second  day.  Scarcely  conscious  of  fatigue,  they  would, 
of  course,  not  delay  to  make  their  first  inquiries  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood in  which  they  had  themselves  lodged  during  their 
passover  sojourn  in  the  city,  and  then  repair  to  other  places  to 
which,  on  their  recent  or^  former  visits  to  the  metropolis,  they 
might  have  occasionally  or  habitually  ]^esorted  with  the  child 
Jesus.  Bethlehem,  the  town  of  their  royal  ancestor  David,  was 
perhaps  somewhat  too  distant  a  locality ;  and  spots  nearer  to 
the  city  would  demand  their  earlier  attention.  And  in  their 
earnest  search,  Joseph  and  Mary  may  have  sought  their  lost 
Iamb  on  the  Mount  of  Olives,  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Gethsemane 
and  Bethany,  the  former  not  yet  a  name  of  tears  and  sorrow. 
We  learn,  however,  from  the  evangelical  narrative,  that  their 
first  efforts  must  have  ended  in  disappointment,  and  they  were 
doubtless  compelled  to  desist  until  another  night  should  have 
passed  over  them.  On  the  third  day,  however,  either  having 
heard  some  popular  rumour  of  the  appearance  of  an  unknown 
and  remarkable  child  in  the  temple,  or,  at  length,  beginning  to 
think  that  Jesus  would  most  probably  be  found  there,  they 
entered  the  sacred  edifice,  where  they  discovered  him  "  sitting 
in  the^  midst  of  the  doctors,  both  hearing  them  and  asking 
them  questions,  while  all  who  heard  him  were  astonished  at  his 
understanding  and  answers.^' 

We  are  now  come  to  that  portion  of  the  history  before  us 
which  most  powerfully  arrests  our  attention,  and  which  seems 

^  Jesos  had  probably  been  the  companion  of  his  parents  in  their  visits  to  Jem- 
salem,  not  only  on  former  passorers,  but  abo  at  the  two  other  great  annual  festivals. 

«  It  has  been  observed  by  some  writers  that  we  are  not  to  suppose  that  any 
degree  of  forwardness,  unsuitable  to  his  tender  age,  was  displayed  by  Jesus  on  this 
occasion.  This  is,  doubtless,  most  true.  They  add  that  these  doctors  were,  per- 
haps,  seated  on  elevated  semicircular  benches,  and  that  Jesus  may,  with  others,  have 
occupied  a  lower  seat,  as  it  were  in  the  midst  of  them.  This  is  probable.  Yet  in 
such  an  exceptional  case  as  that  before  us,  it  is  at  least  possible  that  the  learned 
teachers,  charmed  with  the  wisdom  and  sweetness  of  manner  in  the  holy  child,  may 
have  intentionally  put  honour  upon  him,  by  causing  him  to  sit  with  them  in  the 
place  attotted  to  themselves. 
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likely  to  lend  as  nduable  asaistanoe  in  our  endeavours  to  under- 
stand the  otherwise  extraordinary  and  inexplicable  conduct  of 
the  holy  child  Jesus  in  his  designed  and  deliberate  temporary 
separation  firom  his  fond  and  sorrowing  parents. 

''And  when  they  saw  him,  they  were  amazed:  and  his 
mother  said  unto  him,  son,  why  hast  thou  thus  dealt  with  us? 
Behold,  th^  fiither  and  I  have  sought  thee  sorrowing.  And  he 
said,  how  is  it  that  ye  sought  me  ?  Wist  ye  not  that  I  must 
be  about  my  Father's  business?  And  they  understood  not  the 
saying  whidi  he  spake  unto  them.'' 

We  pliuse  to  make  a  passing  observation  on  the  phrase — 
''to  be  about  my  Father's  business."  The  terms  in  the  original, 
viz. :  iy  roU  rov  Ilarfm  fAov,  are  almost  literally  rendered,  "  in 
my  Father's  " — the  construction  being  elliptical.  The  direction 
usually  given  for  the  supplying  of  this  ellipsis  is  to  insert 
wpdryfioai  or  roirot^  after  the  article.  In  the  former  case,  the 
expression  might  be  fairly  translated,  "  in  my  Father's  affairs 
or  business;"  and  in  the  latter,  "in  the  house  of  my  Father." 
On  either  view,  however,  the  phrase  in  question  would  most 
obviously  point  to  the  temple,  which  was  regarded  by  the  Jews 
as  the  earthly  palace  of  the  Most  High — ^the  terrestrial  court 
and  offices  where  the  heavenly  government  of  the  chosen  people 
was  supposed  to  be  more  especially  administered.  But,  upon 
the  whole,  it  may  be  more  in  agreement  with  the  context  to 
translate  the  passage  as  follows — "  Wist  ye  not  (were  ye  not 
aware)  that  I  must  be  in  my  Father's  house  ?"  For  they  had 
been  seeking  him  in  much  Stress  and  uncertainty  as  to  the 
place  where  he  was  most  likely  to  be  found ;  and  Jesus  evidently 
seems  to  si^^gest  to  them  that,  from  all  which  they  knew  of  his 
previous  marvellous  history,  they  ought  at  once  to  have  sought 
him  in  the  temple,  the  house  of  his  Father. 

On  discovering  the  child  in  the  sacred  building,  so  deeply 
occupied  in  hearing  and  answering  questions  that  he  seemed 
altogether  unmindful  of  his  parents,  and  forgetful  of  the  afflic- 
tion which  his  strange  and  sudden  disappearance  must  have 
caused  them;  Mary's  quick  maternal  sensitiveness — ^however, 
under  other  circumstances,  she  might  have  rejoiced  at  such  a 
spectacle — was  doubtless  wounded  by  his  apparent  lack  of  filial 
regard  and  sympathy  in  her  darling  child.  Accordingly,  though 
joy  at  thus  recovering  the  lost  one  would  be  the  ruling  emotion, 
she  accosts  him  in  terms  in  which  some  degree  of  gentle  com- 
plaint and  reproof  was  mingled  with  the  inquiry — "  Son,  why 
hast  thou  thus  dealt  with  us  ?  Behold,  thy  father  and  I  have 
sought  thee  sorrowing."  The  child,  without  pausing  a  moment 
to  ask  forgiveness,  or  to  utter  a  single  expression  of  apology  and. 
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regret^  at  once  becomes  in  his  turn  the  mild  questioner^  his 
questions  almost  assuming  a  tone  and  character  of  gently 
authoritative  surprise  and  remonstrance.  Nor  can  we^  indeed^ 
help  feelings  at  firsts  sentiments  of  perplexity  and  astonishment^ 
as  we  read  the  unexpected  reply  to  Mary^s  maternal  inquiry,  if 
reply  it  may  be  called,  from  the  lips  of -a  child  of  twelve  years 
of  age — "  How  is  it  that  ye  sought  me  ?  Wist  ye  not  that  I 
must  be  in  my  Father's  house  ?" 

Let  us,  then,  try  to  explain  these  two  short  questions,  which, 
as  we  learn  from  St.  Luke,  neither  Joseph  nor  Mary  was  able 
to  understand  at  the  time.  Of  these  the  first  is — ^'  How  is  it 
that  ye  sought  me  ?'*  It  is  not  difficult  to  discern  what  such 
words,  deliberately  spoken  by  the  wise  and  holy  child  Jesus, 
did  not  and  could  not  mean.  They  certainly  did  not  mean — 
"  How  is  it  that  ye  sought  me  at  all  ?  Why,  when  my  absence 
was  discovered,  did  you  not  determine  to  pursue  your  journey 
to  Nazareth,  and  leave  it  with  me  to  return  hence  and  rejoin 
you  in  Galilee,  as  soon  as  I  should  think  it  right  to  do  so  V* 
The  question  could  not  possibly  have  been  so  idle  and  unmeaning. 
Wise  and  thoughtful  beyond  his  season  of  childhood,  Jesus  was 
well  aware  that  every  parent  would,  under  similar  circumstances, 
have  been  bound  by  duty,  as  well  as  urged  by  affection,  not  to 
loose  an  hour  in  delaying  to  seek  a  missing  child  of  the  tender 
age  of  twelve  years,  which  had  unaccountably  disappeared,  and 
was  believed  to  be  alone  in  a  populous  metropolis.  Nor  is  there 
any  real  ground  for  such  a  misapprehension  of  the  meaning  of 
this  brief  question.  For,  if  we  read  St.  Luke's  narrative  with 
only  a  slight  degree  of  attention,  we  shall  at  once  see  that  Mary 
had  not  spoken  of  merely  seeking  her  son,  but  had  expressed 
herself  more  strongly,  and  said — "  we  have  sought  thee  sorrow- 
ing''— ^the  original  word  (oSwco/Ltei/ot)/ translated  ^' sorrotving/* 
being  of  an  emphatic  character,  and  denoting  real  and  heart- 
felt distress  and  anxiety.  This  language  has  plainly  no  reference 
to  their  having  looked  for  him  on  the  road  (where  they  would 
not  expect  to  find  him),  but  rather  to  their  having  spent  at  least 
some  hours,  after  their  arrival  at  Jerusalem,  in  seeking  him 
under  painful  doubt  and  uncertainty  as  to  the  particular  direc- 
tion in  which  their  search  was  to  be  prosecuted.  It  is  clear 
that  Jesus  had  left  no  kind  and  dutifril  message  for  them  either 
at  the  gate  of  the  city  or  in  the  neighbourhood  where  they  had 

/  OSwfi  is  derived  from  l$«  '  to  eat,  consumBf*  and  denotes  a  grief  that  preys 
upon  the  mind.  See  Rom.  iz.  2  :  1  Tim.  vi.  10.  The  following  beautiful  passage 
may  serve  to  illustrate  the  meaning  of  the  verb.  "  And  they  all  wept  sore,  and  fell 
on  Paul's  neck  and  kissed  him,  sorrowing  {hivv^/xofoi)  most  of  all  for  the  words 
which  he  spake,  that  they  should  see  his  face  no  more.'' — Acts  xx.  37>  38. 
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■o  recently  lodged.  Nay,  it  would  seem  evident  firom  the  oc- 
cnrrencea  in  the  temple,  that  he  had  abstained  from  eyery 
attempt  to  shorten  their  period  of  trouble  and  sorrow  by  fiir- 
nishing  the  slightest  clue  to  his  movements ;  though,  while  in 
the  temple  on  the  third  day,  as  often  as  his  thoughts  reverted 
to  his  parents,  he  could  not  but  feel  assured  that  his  mother 
was  anxiously,  and  perhaps  tearfully,  seeking  him.  On  their 
part,  they  appear  to  have  been  at  first  altogether  unmindful  of 
the  sacred  edifice  on  Mount  Moriah,  which  is  somewhat  surpris- 
ing when  we  call  to  mind  the  mysterious  transactions  which 
they  had  witnessed  twelve  years  before,  and  to  have  ended  their 
search  where  they  ought  unhesitatingly  to  have  commenced  it. 
And  we  are  thus  conducted  to  the  scripturally  probable  inter- 
pretation of  the  second  question — *^  Wist  ye  not  that  I  must  be 
m  my  Father's  house  ?''  It  was  as  if  he  had  said  to  Joseph 
and  Mary--''  Did  you  not  well  know  WHOSE  SON  I  reaUy 
am  ?  Why  then  did  you  give  way  to  so  much  doubt  and  sor- 
row ?  Above  all,  why  did  you  feel  so  uncertain  where  to  find 
me  ?  For  where  else  should  you  have  expected  to  find  the  Son 
but  in  HIS  FATHER'S  house?'' 

This  conduct  of  Jesus  towards  his  parents  would  have  been 
regarded  in  any  other  Jewish  child  of  the  same  age,  as  more 
than  thoughtless,  as  decidedly  culpable.  This  wiU  at  once 
appear  if  we  direct  our  attention  to  the  Scriptures  of  the  Old 
Testament,  reverently  believed  by  Jewish  parents  and  children 
to  be  the  revealed  wiU  of  the  Qod  of  Israel.  Let  us  consider  the 
Fifth  Commandment — the  first  with  promise,  though  the  pro- 
mised ''length  of  days  in  the  land''  was  not  his  portion,  who, 
in  the  very  prime  of  life  bowed  his  head  in  death  upon  the  cross 
on  Calvary.  And  as  we  reflect  upon  the  peremptory  language 
of  this  precept,  "  Honour  thy  father  and  thy  mother  " — a  pre- 
cept which  the  Most  High  expected  every  Hebrew  parent  to  en- 
deavour, so  far  as  parental  care  and  effort  could  avail,  to  engrave 
on  the  memory  and  heart  of  his  children — ^we  cannot  but  feel 
how  inconsistent  with  religious  and  moral  duty  to  God  and  man 
it  is,  to  violate  wilfully  and  deliberately  the  letter  or  spirit  of 
this  solemn  injunction,  a  due  regard  to  which  lies  at  the  very 
foundation  of  social  order  and  happiness.  The  command  in 
(]piestion  must  be  understood  and  explained  as  enjoining,  under 
awful  divine  sanction  and  authority,  a  tender,  filial,  and  dutiful 
regard  to  parental  feelings  and  wishes,  and'  an  habitual  watch- 
fulness (in  devout  subordination  to  the  divine  will)  to  shun 
whatever  is  likely  to  cause  annoyance,  anxiety,  and  distress  in 
the  heart  of  a  father  or  mother.  Whence,  then,  was  it  that  the 
child  Jesus,  when  at  Jerusalem,  acted  as  if  indifferent  to,  or 
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rather  wholly  forgetful  of^  the  painful  suspense  and  anxiety  which 
his  stay  in  the  eity^  without  their  consent  or  knowledge^  would 
certainly  cause  in  the  minds  of  Joseph  and  Mary  ?  Childish 
thoughtlessness  and  indiscretion  cannot  be  accepted  in  his  case  as 
an  excuse,  since  the  strange  step  was,  on  his  part,  most  deliberate 
and  intentional.  Want  of  acquaintance  with  the  decalogue  can- 
not be  pleaded  in  behalf  of  the  wondrous  child  whose  under- 
standing and  answers  —  assuredly  with  especial  reference  to 
scriptural  topic»--excited  the  astonishment  and  admiration  of 
all  who  were  privileged  to  hear  him.  He  cannot,  for  a  moment, 
be  supposed  to  have  been  otherwise  than  familiar  with  the  ex- 
hortations and  injunctions  to  filial  obedience  which  are  found  in 
the  Old  Testament,  whether  in  the  form  of  direct  commands,  or 
of  denunciations  against  the  disobedient.  Yet  thoroughly  aware 
of  the  revealed  wUl  of  Ood  concerning  the  solemn  obligation  of 
filial  obedience,  and  deliberately  abstaining  from  giving  even  the 
slightest  hint  of  his  purpose  to  his  parents,  he  designedly  suffered 
them  to  commence  their  homeward  journey,  in  the  full  but 
erroneous  persuasion  that  their  beloved  son  was  with  them,  while 
be  was  not  ignorant  how  great  would  be  their  amazement  and 
grief,  as  soon  as  they  should  discover  his  absence  from  their 
company.  StiU  further,  neither  on  the  second  day,  when  they 
must  have  again  reached  Jerusalem,  nor  on  the  earlier  part  of 
the  third  day,  did  he  make  the  least  effort  to  put  an  end  to  their 
uncertainty  and  distress.  In  other  Jewish  children  such  seem- 
ingly unfilial  conduct  could  not  but  have  been  regarded  as  a 
culpable  breach  of  both  the  letter  and  the  spirit  of  the  Fifth 
Commandment,  the  first  precept  of  the  second  table  of  Jeho- 
vah's moral  lawj  and  as  Jesus  was  far  more  than  a  child  of 
twelve  years  in  grace,  wisdom,  and  strength  of  character,  the 
degree  of  blame,  if  he  was  really  to  be  blamed,  must  have  been  . 
proportionably  greater  in  his  case.  Hence  arises  an  interesting 
and  important  question,  viz. :  What  was  there  extraordinary 
and  exceptional  in  the  case  of  the  child  Jesus,  which  rendered 
innocent,  or  even  laudable,  in  him,  that  which  in  any  other 
Jewish  child  would  have  necessarily  been  an  unseemly  forgetful- 
ness  of  the  divine  law,  and  a  very  blameable  want  of  dutiful 
subordination  to  parental  authority  ? 

There  does  not  seem  to  be  anything  in  the  facts  of  the  nar- 
rative itself  to  excuse  or  extenuate  the  child's  apparent  neglect 
of  the  comfort  and  sensitive  feelings  of  his  parents.  There  is 
not,  as  we  have  seen,  the  slightest  approach  to  any  acknowledg- 
ment of  recent  fault,  or  promise  of  future  amendment  in  the 
child's  calm  reply  to  Mary's  earnest  and  affectionate  maternal 
appeal.      On  the  contrary,   what  an  entire  independence  of 
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parental  authority,  what  an  almost  irrespondble  anperiority  to 
parental  control  aeema  there  conscionaly  displayed !  Tet,  in  the 
face  of  all  this,  we  yentuie  to  assert  that  there  is  scriptural 
ground  for  believing  that  the  apparently  inexplicable  conduct  of 
the  child  Jesus,  on  the  occasion  of  the  memorable  passover  visit 
of  which  we  have  been  speaking,  was  strictly  according  to  the 
mind  and  will  of  the  Heavenly  Father.  Yes;  the  marvelloiis 
child  of  twelve  years  of  age,  when  discovered  and  challenged  in 
the  temple,  consciously  answered  as  one  responsible  for  the  ex- 
traordinary step  which  he  had  taken  without  the  knowledge 
and  consent,  and  to  the  anxiety  and  distress  of  his  parents,  not 
to  Joseph  but  to  Grod.  He  replied  to  Mary's  touching  and 
earnest  appeal,  not  as  the  son  of  Mary,  bound  to  render  her 
an  account  of  apparently  unfilial  and  undutiful  separation  from 
his  afflicted  parents,  but  rather  as  (in  the  highest  meaning  of 
the  terms)  the  holy  and  irresponsible  Son  of  the  Most  High 
God. 

The  very  silence  of  Joseph  and  Mary,  and  their  almost  sub- 
missive deference  to  the  child  after  he  had  addressed  to  them 
his  two  brief  questions,  which  were  suited  rather  to  put  an  end, 
gently  but  authoritatively,  to  all  further  remarks  and  inquiries, 
than  to  afford  them  any  distinct  information  of  the  causes  of  his 
voluntary  separation  from  them — that  very  dlence  and  almost 
submissive  deference  on  the  part  of  the  parents,  would  plainly 
seem  to  shew  their  consciousness  that,  although  they  did  not 
comprehend  the  meaning  of  the  child's  words,  there  was  some- 
thing extraordinary  and  exceptional  in  the  case  of  Jesus — some 
very  important  distinction,  in  respect  of  relationship  towards 
God,  between  him  and  every  other  child  of  the  seed  of  Abraham. 

The  scriptural  testimony  to  the  wisdom  of  Jesus  (which  is  a 
divinely  inspired  testimony)  altogether  forbids  our  r^arding 
as  comparatively  idle  and  unmeaning  any  sentence  which  pro- 
ceeded from  his  lips  at  any  time  and  place,  still  less  in  the 
temple,  and  on  such  an  occasion.  Hence,  his  question — "  Knew 
ye  not  that  I  must  be  in  my  Father's  house,"  must  be  under- 
stood as  a  strong  affirmation.  It  was  only  a  more  emphatic 
form  of  saying — ''  Ye  surely  could  not  but  well  know  that  I 
must,  while  in  Jerusalem  and  separate  from  you,  be  in  my  Fa- 
ther's house,  that  house  in  which  he  especially  manifests  his 
presence."  ^    And  we  repeat  once  more,  that  the  whole  force  of 


ff  It  is  as  if  he  had  said,  **  I  could  have  had  no  other  possible  reason  for  sepa- 
rating myself  from  you  than  to  be  near  my  Father.  If  I  tarried  behind  in  Jerusalem, 
it  was  not  to  be  my  own  master,  or  to  wander  in  childish  curiosity  from  street  to 
street,  and  place  to  place,  but  to  frequent  my  Father's  house." 
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this  concise  question^  doubtless  intended  to  be  (and  as  such  it 
appears  to  have  been  accepted  by  those  to  whom  it  was  ad- 
dressed)^ not  so  much  a  defence  or  apology^  as  a  mild  but  autho- 
ritative and  unanswerable  justification  of  the  step  which  he  had 
taken^  rested  upon  the  implied  fact  that  Joseph  and  Mary  were 
fully  aware  of  the  existence  of  a  special  filial  relation  between  the 
holy  child  and  the  Most  High^  such  that  the  God  of  heaven  was 
the  Father  of  Jesus  in  some  true  and  special  sense  in  which  he 
could  not  be  said  to  be  the  Father  of  any  other  Jewish  child  or 
adult — neither  of  Joseph,  nor  of  Mary,  nor  of  any  other  human 
being.  If,  however,  no  such  special  filial  relation  existed  be- 
tween Jesus  and  the  Heavenly  Father,  other  intelligent  Jewish 
children,  whether  of  more  or  less  than  twelve  years  of  age,  whose 
imaginations  and  religious  feelings  were  warm  and  lively,  and 
who  should  be  suddenly  possessed  with  a  very  powerful  inward 
longing  to  separate  themselves  from  their  parents  and  friends, 
and  make  a  public  appearance  in  the  temple,  might  have  claimed 
to  act  in  a  similar  manner,  and  have  pleaded  a  supposed  divine 
impulse  in  their  defence. 

The  more  we  study  this  short  and  simple  narrative,  too  ex- 
quisitely simple  and  unadorned  to  have  proceeded  from  the  pen 
either  of  an  unskilful  or  of  a  subtle  forger,  the  more  clearly  do 
we  seem  to  discern  its  value  and  importance  to  a  candid  inquirer, 
and  to  the  devout  and  humble  Christian,  as  a  part  of  the  unde- 
signed internal  evidence  furnished  by  the  New  Testament  to  the 
truth  of  the  earlier  and  miraculous  portions  of  the  gospel  history. 
It  does  not  appear  to  be  enough  to  say  that  the  words  and  ac- 
tions of  Jesus  at  Jerusalem;  which  we  are  considering,  were  not 
inconsistent,  or  rather  were  consistent,  with  what  the  evangelists 
relate  of  his  miraculous  conception ;  we  may  safely  advance  far- 
ther, and  say,  not  only  that  they  were  even  strikingly  consistent 
with,  but  also  confirmatory  of,  the  evangelical  history  of  his  con- 
ception and  birth.  How  is  it,  we  once  more  ask,  that  Joseph 
and  Mary  appear  to  have  been  immediately  silenced  j  when  the 
child,  with  an  air  and  tone  of  gentle  authority,  put  his  two  short 
and  simple  questions  ?  It  was  not  because  their  judgments  were 
enlightened  and  convinced  by  the  words  of  Jesus ;  for  the  evan- 
gelist expressly  tells  us,  that  "  they  understood  not  the  saying 
which  he  spake  unto  them.'^  Their  silently  and  submissively  re- 
fraining from  making  further  inquiry  is  best  explained  (and  can  in- 
deed be  satisfactorily  explained  only)  on  the  supposition  that  they 
knew  enough  of  a  marvellous  past  in  connexion  with  the  previous 
history  of  Jesus,  to  make  them  feel  that  it  was  quite  possible  that 
the  child  "  had  tarried  behind  at  Jerusalem,'^  under  a  far  higher 
than  human  influence  and  guidance ;  and,  therefore,  they  were 
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not  unwilling  to  submit  in  mlenoe,  although  they  oonid  not  un- 
derstand his  words.  And  thus^  in  a  narrative  which  would  be 
otherwise  wholly  dark  and  inexplicable,  we  have,  when^  without 
offering  any  violence  to  the  language,  it  is  interpreted  in  the 
light  of  previous  sacred  history,  the  mild  but  firm  assertion  by 
Jesus  of  conscious  divine  Sonship  in  a  very  high  and  special 
sense,  and,  on  the  part  of  Joseph  and  Mary,  the  submissive  re- 
cognition, in  quiet  deference,  of  that  high  and  special  divine 
Sonship,  firom  their  knowledge  of  a  marvdlous  past. 

All  this  will  appear  yet  more  plain,  if  we  place  before  the 
reader  the  concluding  paot  of  the  narrative,  again  transcribing 
by  its  side  the  brief  and  beautiful  summary  of  the  holy  child's 
previous  history,  which  has  already  been  brought  under  our 
notice. 

"  And  the  child  grew  *'  And  he  went  down  with  thmn  and  came 
and  waxed  strong  in  spi-  to  Nazareth,  and  was  sfd^eci  io  them  ;  but  his 
rit,  and  the  grace  of  God  mother  *  kept  all  these  sayings  in  her  heart, 
was  upon  him"  (Luke  ii.  And  Jesas  increased  in  wisdom  and  stature, 
40).  and  in  favour  with  God  and  man  "  (Luke  ii. 

51,  52). 

Now,  of  course,  we  cannot  doubt  that  Jesus,  before  the  memor- 
able passover  visit,  had  always  been  dutifully  subject  to  his  pa- 
rents, as  we  are  told  that  he  continued  to  be  afterwards.  It  is 
also  evident  that  the  previous  period  of  his  childhood  had  been 
radiant  with  the  noonday  beams  of  the  divine  love  and  favour; 
and,  so  far  as  the  page  of  Scripture  is  to  guide  us,  we  have  every 
reason  to  believe  that  this  bright  state  of  things  had  continued 
without  interruption  up  to  the  very  moment  when  the  temporary 
separation  commenced.  It  is  equally  clear,  from  the  same 
authority,  that,  from  the  moment  of  their  return  to  Nazareth, 
the  child  went  on  increasing  in  favour  with  God  and  man.  Let 
us  then  attentively  bear  in  mind  the  important  facts,  that  the 
evangelist  (doubtless  writing  under  divine  guidance)  passes  not 
one  word  of  censure  upon  the  child's  temporary  and  remarkable 
departure  from  his  habitual  submission  to  his  mother  and  re- 
puted father,  while  Jesus  himself  neither  made  confession  of 
fault,  nor  uttered  one  single  expression  of  regret.     And  if  we  do 


A  This  shows  the  very  h^h  esteem  in  which  Maiy  held  those  sayings.  If  they 
were  not  inteUigible  at  the  time^  she  felt  it  was  not  from  their  want,  but  from  their 
depth,  of  meaning.  We  are  reminded  of  the  shepherds'  visit  to  the  new-born  babe 
at  Bethlehem.  '*  And  all  they  that  heard  it  wondered  at  those  things  which  were  told 
tiiem  by  the  shepherds.  But  Mary  kept  aU  these  thmge  and  pondered  them  in  her 
*«ir/"(Lukeu.  18,19). 
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tliis^  must  we  not  come  to  this  condusion^  that  the  bright  and 
steady  sunshine  of  God^s  love  and  favour  before  and  after  the 
memorable  passover  visits  the  abstinence  from  every  approach  to 
censure  on  the  part  of  the  sacred  historian^  and  the  absence  of 
every  word  of  confession  and  regret  from  the  lips  of  a  child  so 
thoroi^hly  aware  of  his  duty  to  God  and  man,  all  evidently 
unite  in  teaching  us,  that  the  seemingly  unfilial  and  undutifiil 
temporary  separation  of  the  child  Jesus  from  his  mother  and  re- 
puted father,  was  not  only  not  contrary  to,  but  entirely  in  ac- 
cordance with,  the  mind  and  will  of  his  Heavenly  Father. 

Can  we  gather  any  additional  light  from  Holy  Writ  in  refe- 
rence to  this  point,  viz.,  that  all  which  Jesus  did  in  the  temple 
at  this  passover  visit  was  entirely  in  accordance  with  the  mind 
and  will  of  his  Heavenly  Father?  Let  us  reverently  try  and 
see  if  we  can  advance  a  step  further  in  the  path  of  cautious  and 
legitimate  inference ;  and  in  doing  this  we  request  the  reader  to 
excuse  a  slight  degree  of  unavoidable  repetition. 

Is  it  not  declared  in  the  New  Testament  that,  ^^  he  who  is 
circumcised  is  a  debtor  to  fulfil  the  whole  law,^'  and  that  Jesus 
of  Nazareth,  ^^  who  was  made  of  a  woman,  was  made  under  the 
law?^'  The  holy  child  was,  therefore,  as  strictly  under  the 
covenant  of  the  moral  law  of  the  Ten  Commandments,  and  as 
solemnly  bound  to  obey  its  fifth  precept,  as  was  any  other  Jevdsh 
child  among  his  contemporaries.  Hence,  it  was  not  possible  for 
him^  of  his  own  mere  will  and  pleasure,  to  divest  himself,  even 
for  a  single  hour,  of  the  sacred  and  divinely  enjoined  duty  of 
filial  subjection  and  responsibility  to  Joseph  and  Mary.  The 
clearly-ascertained  command  or  consent  of  his  Heavenly  Father 
could  alone  render  innocent  and  lawful  the  act  of  Jesus  in  re- 
maining alone  at  Jerusalem  without  the  knowledge  or  permission 
of  his  mother  and  reputed  father.  We  have  not  the  shadow  of 
scriptural  authority  or  analogy  for  supposing  that  the  child  Jesus 
should  himself  have  conceived  such  a  purpose,  and  then  have 
asked  the  sanction  of  his  Heavenly  Father^s  consent.  It  would 
have  been  against  the  deepest  feelings  of  his  loving  and  sympa- 
thising heart  to  inflict  needless  uncertainty  and  sorrow,  anxiety 
and  distress,  on  Mary  and  Joseph,  to  whom  he  was  so  deservedly 
dear.  Still  less  could  so  wise  and  holy  a  child  have  deliberately 
formed  a  plan,  the  execution  of  which  involved  an  open  departure 
from  the  moral  law  of  Jehovah ;  nor  is  it  credible,  or  even  con- 
ceivable, that  he  could  have  presumed,  as  if  wiser  than  his  Hea- 
venly Father,  to  ask  the  divine  sanction  and  consent  to  such  a 
scheme.  The  more  calmly  and  devoutly  we  meditate  upon  the 
subject^  the  more  does  light  seem  to  enter  our  minds.     Bound 


J«ntf ,  when  Twelve  Years  Old,  [J^%> 

hy  the  most  solemn  <  obligations  to  obey  the  divine  command— 
*'  Honour  thy  father  and  thy  mother'' — Jesus  could  not^  as  we 
have  just  seen^  lawfully  and  innocently  carry  into  execution  a 
deliberate  purpose  which  he  knew  would  certainly  aMct  and 
grieve  his  parents,  without  some  kind  of  communication  firom 
and  with  the  heavenly  throne,  to  set  aside  for  a  time  the  binding 
force  of  the  commandment  in  his  particular  case,  and  on  that 
special  occasion.  For  the  sake  of  illustration,  the  supposed  hea- 
venly communication  may  have  been  either  in  the  form  of  con- 
sent  in  answer  to  his  own  prayer,  or  in  that  of  clear  injunction 
from  his  Heavenly  Father,  to  which  it  was  his  sacred  and  bounden 
duty  to  render  implicit  obedience.  It  is  not  so  much  that  we 
presume  to  take  upon  ourselves  to  decide  between  the  two  forms, 
as  that,  while  reflecting  on  the  deeply  interesting  subject  in  all 
its  scriptural  bearings,  it  appears  to  us  to  be  increasingly  incre- 
dible and  impossible  (if  such  an  expression  may  be  allowed)  that 
the  child  Jesus  should  himself  have  formed  the  plan,  and  have 
sought  the  divine  assent  to  his  own  individual  wish  and  purpose. 
It  was  clearly  and  emphatically  for  that  child,  who,  though  the 
Son,  was  under  the  law,  and  in  the  form  of  a  servant,  to  leave  ab- 
solutely to  the  will  of  the  Omnipotent  and  Omniscient  Father,  to 
determine  the  path  which  he  was  to  pursue,  whether  at  Nazareth 
or  Jerusalem.  Nor  is  it  possible  to  entertain  the  thought  that  the 
holy  child  would  take  it  upon  himself  to  suggest  and  propose  a 
change  in  his  course,  involving  the  apparent  breach  of  the  first 
commandment  of  the  second  table  of  the  moral  law.  Few  things 
are  more  clear  in  the  New  Testament  than  this,  viz.,  that  with 
reference  to  his  own  personal  path,  it  was  not  for  the  Son  to 
choose,  suggest,  or  propose,  but  submissively  to  hearken  and 
dutifully  to  obey.  Hence,  it  is  not  in  the  way  of  selection  be- 
tween two  different  views,  but  rather  in  that  of  a  moral  con- 
straint and  compulsion  to  which  Scripture  and  reason  alike  in- 
vite us  to  submit  our  judgment,  that  we  believe  (or  rather  to 
speak  more  reverently,  regs^  it  as  in  the  highest  degree  probable) 
that  the  Eternal  Father  especially  directed  his  beloved  Son,  the 


»  Surely  we  may  safely  regard  it  as  beyond  question,  that  Jesus  did  not  stay 
alone  at  Jerusalem  on  this  remarkable  occasion,  without  reasons  calculated  to  satisfy 
both  his  conscience  and  judgment,  and  sufficiently  powerful  to  outweigh  all  natural 
human  reluctance,  however  strong  and  deep,  to  inflict  certain  mental  suffering  on 
the  parents  whom  the  Fifth  Commandment  enjoined  him  to  honour.  We  are,  there- 
fore, constrained  to  conclude  that,  as  this  commandment  came  from  heaven,  with  the 
most  awfol  divine  sanctions,  its  solemn  obligations  were,  on  that  ever-memorable 
occasion  overruled  in  his  case,  by  a  special  injunction  from  that  same  heavenly 
source. 
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child  Jesus^  to  act,  on  that  particular  occasion,  in  entire  *  inde- 
pendence of  his  earthly  parents,  and,  remaining  at  Jerusalem 
without  their  knowledge  and  consent,  to  manifest  in  the  temple 
an  understanding  and  wisdom  so  far  above  his  tender  years,  as 
to  excite  the  wonder  and  admiration  of  all  who  were  present  to 
hear  him. 

There  is  one  question  which  it  is  not  for  us  even  to  attempt  to 
discuss : — How  the  Heavenly  Father^s  will  was  made  known  to 
the  wise  and  holy  child,  when  at  the  age  of  twelve  years  he  tarried 
behind  at  Jerusalem  in  obedience  to  the  divine  will — whether  by 
dream,  or  vision,  or  aadible  voice,  or  angelic  message,  or  through 
a  clear  and  unmistakable  impression  on  his  mind  by  the  Holy 
Spirit,  it  belongs  not  to  us  to  say.  We  leave  this  point  un- 
touched as  God^s  unrevealed  secret,  the  knowledge  of  which 
would  be  of  no  benefit  to  us,  however  important  it  may  be  to 
acquaint  ourselves  with  the  very  strong  presumptive  evidence  to 
be  gathered  from  Holy  Writ  to  the  view,  that  Jesus  received,  in 
some  form  or  other,  a  direction  (which  he  could  not  possibly 
mistake)  from  his  Heavenly  Father,  to  remain  for  a  time  at 
Jerusalem  without  previously  asking  the  advice  or  consent  of 
Joseph  and  Mary — ^thus  acting  not  as  the  son  of  Mary  but  as  the 
Son  of  God. 

In  a  like  spirit  of  reverential  caution,  we  would  briefly  notice 
another  point,  as  it  will  most  probably  force  itself  upon  the 
minds  of  many  of  the  thoughtful  readers  of  the  narrative  before 
us,  and  which,  for  that  reason,  it  may  be  better  not  to  pass  by 
altogether  in  silence.  It  is  a  striking  circumstance,  that  this 
passover  visit  to  Jerusalem  is  the  only  instance  in  the  evangelical 
records,  during  the  interval  which  elapsed  from  the  settlement 
at  Nazareth  after  the  return  from  Egypt,  to  the  appearance  of 
John  the  Baptist  on  the  banks  of  the  Jordan,  in  which  Jesus  of 
Nazareth  is  presented  to  our  view  otherwise  than  as  the  Son  of 
Joseph  and  Mary.  Now  there  must  have  been  a  time  when  the 
human  soul  of  Jesus  was  not  yet  conscious  of  his  special  divine 
Sonship.  May  we  then  venture  reverently  to  inquire  if  the 
Scriptures  lead  us  in  any  way  to  think  that  it  was  on  the  occa- 
sion of  this  visit  to  Jerusalem,  that  the  first  clear  and  direct 

t  The  Eteraal  Father  had  entrusted  his  only-begotten  and  beloved  Son  to  the  care 
and  training  of  Joseph  and  Mary,  and  willed  that  Son  to  be  obedient  to  them  as  a 
child  to  his  parents.  But  he  never  purposed  to  share  his  paternal  authority  with 
weak  and  fallible  mortals.  And  we  may  reverently  believe,  that  it  was  to  instruct 
Joseph  and  Mary  in  their  true  position,  as  well  as  to  teach  Jesus  his  real  and  true 
divine  Sonship,  that  the  Father  directed  the  holy  child  to  act  on  the  special  occasion 
before  us,  in  entire  independence  of  his  earthly  parents,  and  to  remain  alone  at  Jeru* 
salem  without  their  knowledge  and  consent,  not  as  Mary's  son,  but  as  the  Son  of 
God. 

VOL.  V.-r-NO.  X.  X 
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knowledge  was  oonvejed  to  the  human  soul  of  Jesns^  that  he 
was  in  the  highest  sense,  especially  and  exclasively,  the  only- 
begotten  and  beloved  Son  of  God.  It  may,  perhaps,  be  hastily 
advanced  against  such  a  supposition — Surely  Mary  and  Joseph 
had  long  before  told  so  wise,  holy,  and  thoughtful  a  child  the 
secret  of  his  mysterious  conception,  and  of  the  marvels  which 
accompanied  his  birth.  He  must  surely  have  already  learned 
from  lus  parents  (even  if  not  from  information  directly  addressed 
to  himself,  yet  when,  unconscious  of  his  presence,  they  were  con- 
versing tc^ether  from  time  to  time,  on  the  marvellous  past)  the 
visit  of  the  angel  to  Zacharias — the  interview  of  Gabriel  with  his 
mother — the  salutation  of  Elizabeth  when  the  Baptist  was  yet 
in  her  womb — ^the  dreams  of  Joseph — ^the  appearance  of  the 
hosts  of  angels  to  the  shepherds  near  Bethlehem — the  homage 
and  gifts  of  the  Magi — and  the  divinely-enjoined  journey  to,  and 
return  from  Egypt.  Or,  if  not,  surely  the  Father,  who  had 
given  to  his  Son  such  rare  wisdom,  and  a  strength  of  mind  and 
character  so  far  beyond  his  years,  must  be  supposed  to  have 
revealed  to  Jesus  the  secret  of  his  divine  SonsMp  before  the 
memorable  passover  visit  to  Jerusalem.  Of  the  latter  supposi- 
tion we  say  nothing,  being  utterly  incompetent  to  discuss  such  a 
question.  We  have,  however,  far  less  difficulty  in  understanding 
that  the  marvellous,  or  rather  miraculous,  events  which  Joseph 
and  Mary  had  either  personally  witnessed,  or  learned  from  trust- 
worthy testimony,  were  not  their  own  secret,  to  be  revealed  or 
not  to  the  child  at  their  own  will  and  pleasure,  but  emphatically 
the  mystery  and  secret  of  God,  to  be  held  by  them  in  trust  for 
him,  in  his  fear,  according  to  his  will,  and  for  his  glory.  We  do 
not  for  a  moment  venture  to  assert  that  the  holy  child  certainly 
did  not  first  learn  the  mystery  of  his  divine  Sonship  from  his 
mother;  but  we  may  perhaps  safely  say  that  candid  and  reflect- 
ing minds  will  find  no  difficulty  in  assenting  to  the  reasonable 
and  scriptural  probability  of  the  view,  that  the  time  and  place, 
the  occasion  and  manner,  of  revealing  this  secret  to  the  human 
soul  of  the  beloved  Son,  was  especially  reserved  in  his  own 
power  by  the  Heavenly  Father,  and  that  Mary  would  not  have 
presumed  to  make  the  secret  known  to  Jesus  on  her  own  judg- 
ment and  responsibility. 

So  far  as  we  can  form  an  opinion  of  the  characters  of  Joseph 
and  Mary  from  the  New  Testament,  they  both  appear  to  have 
been  discreet  rather  than  talkative;  thoughtfiil,  rather  than 
communicative — "  swift  to  hear  and  slow  to  speak.''  The  fact 
of  her  addressing  the  child  as  if  she  could  not  conceive  any 
possible  cause  of  his  sudden  separation  from  her,  together  with 
the  way  in  which  she  speaks  of  her  husband  Joseph — ^'thy 
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father  and  I  have  sought  thee  sorrowing '' — ^would  seem  to  show 
that  she  had  not  yet  discovered  to  Jesus  that  he  was  the  son  of 
the  Most  High^  and  also  that  up  to  the  moment  of  their  meet- 
ing  in  the  temple^  she  was  not  aware  that  the  mysterious  secret 
was  known  to  the  child.  Let  us  also  give  due  weight  to  her 
apparent  (or  rather  undoubted)  abstinence  from  all  exercise  of 
unquestionable  parental  right  to  question  him  more  fully  and 
closely^  and  ask  and  require  replies  to  such  queries  as  these — 
'^  Why  hast  thou  ventured  to  do  this  ?  Was  it  altogether  thine 
own  thought  ?  If  not,  how,  when,  where  was  it  suggested  to 
thee  J"  Again,  let  us  bear  in  mind  the  fact  that,  after  their 
return  to  Nazareth,  Mary  *^kept  all  these  sayings  of  Jesus 
in  her  heart,^'  i.e.,  she  did  not  question  the  child  afterwards,  but 
silently  meditated  on  the  marvellous  scene  in  the  temple,  as 
eleven  years  before  she  had  pondered  in  her  mind  the  words  of 
the  shepherds  at  Bethlehem.  The  seemingly  submissive  and 
silent  acquiescence  of  Joseph  and  Mary,  on  hearing  the  child^s 
two  short  questions,  leads  us  to  suppose  that  a  conviction  was 
springing  up  in  their  thoughts,  as  they  listened  to  him,  similar 
to  that  which  the  aged  Eli  experienced  when  Samuel  came  to 
him  the  third  time — "  And  Eli  perceived  that  the  Lord  had 
called  the  child.''  Thus  Joseph  and  Mary  appear  to  have 
been  mentally  persuaded,  from  the  child's  manner  and  questions, 
that  God  had  recently  made  known  his  will  to  Jesus,  and  that 
it  was  in  consequence  of  some  special  communication  and  impulse 
from  heaven  that  the  holy  child  had  suddenly  separated  himself 
from  their  society,  and  remained  alone  at  Jerusalem.  If  we 
patiently  and  candidly  weigh  these  considerations,  and  others 
which  will  suggest  themselves  as  we  study  the  narrative,  they 
will  doubtless  be  seen  to  be  not  unfavourable  to  the  view  that 
Mary  had  never,  previously  to  the  memorable  passover  visit, 
revealed  to  Jesus  the  mystery  connected  with  his  conception  and 
birth — ^that  all  which  the  child  Jesus  knew,  at  that  time,  of  his 
divine  sonship,  he  had  learned  not  from  his  human  mother,  but 
from  his  heavenly  Father — and  that  it  was  in  obedience  to  the 
clearly*  expressed  will  of  the  Father  (in  whatever  way  the 
divine  will  was  made  known  to  the  child),  that  Jesus  remained 
alone  at  Jerusalem,  without  the  knowledge  and  consent  of 
Joseph  and  Mary. 

'  That  Jesus  was  not  moved  to  remain  as  he  did  at  Jenisalem,  by  a  mere  vague 
and  inexplicable,  but  irresistible  impression  and  impulse  on  his  feelings,  unaccom- 
panied by,  and  exclusive  of  corresponding  Ught  and  instruction  in  his  mind,  seems 
to  be  sufficiently  clear  from  his  silencing  Joseph  and  Mary  by  the  mention  of  his 
Father — his  human  soul  must  have  been  enlightened  to  know  that  he  was  staying 
in  Jerusalem  in  obedience  to  the  will  of  the  Father. 

X  2 
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While  we  fireely  confess  that  nothing  can  be  definitely  and 
positively  asserted  on  this  interesting  and  not  unimportant  sub- 
ject^ we  think  that  the  scriptural  statements  and  analogies  which 
bear  upon  it,  and  the  Intimate  inferences  which  are  to  be 
drawn  from  those  statements  and  analogies,  apparently  agree 
in  converging  towards  the  view  advocated  in  this  paper,  as  to- 
wards a  common  and  true  centre. 

The  narrative  which  we  have  been  considering  suggests  some 
other  instructive  reflections  and  useful  practical  lessons,  in 
addition  to  its  indirect  but  powerful  testimony  to  the  miracidous 
conception  and  divine  sonship  of  Jesus  of  Nazareth. 

I.  In  the  holy  child's  grave  and  gentle  authority  of  tone 
and  language,  as  if  at  the  moment  irresponsible  to  man,  and 
in  the  silent  acquiescence  of  Joseph  and  Mary,  who  seem  to 
have  at  once  ceased  from  further  inquiry  and  remonstrance; 
we  have  a  brief  glimpse  and  anticipation  of  that  gracious  and 
unearthly  dignity  of  which  we  have  occasional  instances  after 
his  baptism,  when,  as  it  is  written,  *'  the  people  were  astonished 
at  his  doctrine,  for  he  taught  as  one  having  authority,  and  not 
as  the  scribes/' — ^Matt.  vii.,  29. 

II.  Again,  we  arc  reminded  of  what  afterwards  took  place 
at  Cana  in  Qalilee.  The  baptized  Jesus  had  then  already 
entered  upon  his  mission  as  the  Messiah,  and  when  his  mother, 
in  her  well-meaning  but  ill-instructed  affection  and  patriotism — 
in  her  maternal  zeal,  without  due  knowledge  of  her  son's  posi- 
tion— wishing  to  hasten  forward  the  longed-for  moment  of  His 
manifestation  as  King  of  Israel  and  heir  of  David,  said  "  They 
have  no  wine,"  He,  no  longer  speaking  and  acting  as  Mary's 
son,  answered  her  as  the  Son  and  servant  of  God,  His  Heavenly 
Father,  ^' Woman,  what  have  I  to  do  with  thee?  My  hour  is 
not  yet  come."  As  subsequently  at  Cana,  so,  at  the  passover 
visit  in  the  temple,  he  does  not  recognize  any  responsibility  to 
his  mother  where  the  will  of  God  is  concerned;  he  silences, 
rather  than  answers,  her  inquiries,  and  indirectly,  but 
authoritatively,  instructs  Joseph  and  Mary  that  in  all 
which  belonged  to  his  recent  sudden  and  temporary  separa- 
tion from  them,  he  had  acted  not  on  his  own  mere  will  and 
choice,  but  as  the  obedient  Son  of  God,  irresponsible,  as  such, 
to  man,  and  accountable  solely  and  exclusively  to  his  Heavenly 
Father  for  what  he  had  been  doing  in  submission  to  that 
Father's  will. 

III.  The  perusal  of  the  narrative  before  us  throws  light 
upon  the  expressions  which  were  afterwards  used  concerning 
Jesus  in  the  synagogue  of  Nazareth.     ''Is  not  this  the. car- 
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penter's  son?*"  Is  not  this  the  carpenter?"  When  we  read 
that  Jesus^  after  acting  for  a  very  short  time  independently  of 
Joseph  and  Mary  at  Jerusalem^  on  his  return  to  Nazareth  was 
subject  {inroToa-a-ofievosi)  to  them,  can  we  reasonably  or  scrip- 
turally  come  to  any  other  conclusion  than  that  he  learned  the 
trade  of  a  carpenter,  and  wrought  at  it  with  honest  diligence 
and  industry.  And  as  it  may  be  considered  certain  that  Joseph 
died  before  John  the  Baptist  entered  upon  his  ministry,  we  may 
believe  that  Jesus,  by  the  daily  labour  of  his  hands,  and  the 
sweat  of  his  brow,  assisted  in  the  support  and  maintenance  of 
his  mother,  and  thus  put  honour  upon  honest  daily  labour. 
This  view  is  also  strengthened  by  other  considerations.  He 
came  to  endure  all  the  penal  sentence  passed  on  man  at  the 
fall,  so  far  as  such  endurance  in  his  case  was  consistent  with 
perfect  sinlessness.  But  a  part  of  the  penal  sentence  on  Adam 
was — ^'By  the  sweat  of  thy  face  shall  thou  eat  bread/'  Again, 
he  came  to  fulfil  that  law,  which  contained,  in  its  fourth  com- 
mandment, the  precept — "  Six  days  shalt  thou  labour .''  And 
the  Apostle  Paul  tells  us  that  it  was  a  saying  of  the  Lord  Jesus** 
— "  It  is  more  blessed  to  give  than  to  receive ;"  and  we  may  feel 
assured  that  during  the  life  of  Joseph,  and  afterwards,  while 
living  with  his  widowed  mother,  Jesus  would  find  pleasure  in 
giving  rather  than  in  receiving,  in  labouring  with  his  own 
hands,  rather  than  in  living  at  his  ease  upon  the  produce  of  the 
labours  of  others. 

IV.  Let  us  refer  to  the  command  which  God  gave  to  Joseph 
through  His  angel,  saying,  "  Joseph,  thou  Son  of  David,  fear 
not  to  take  unto  thee  Mary  thy  wife,  for  that  which  is  conceived 
in  her  is  of  the  Holy  Ghost/'  Does  not  this  teach  us,  as  plainly 
as  words  can  do,  that  the  unspeakably  high  honour  put  upon 
Mary  jfrom  whom  the  eternal  Word  took  flesh,  did  not,  in  the 
infallible  judgment  of  Omniscience,  render  her  too  holy  and 
too  sacred  to  be  the  true-hearted  and  loving  wife  of  a  faithful 
and  affectionate  husband ;  and  that  the  humble  faith  of  Joseph, 
and  his  submission  to  the  will  of  God,  were  afterwards  to  be 
graciously  rewarded  with  the  blessing  of  conjugal  happiness  and 
confidence.  Were  we  to  consider  the  words  of  the  angel  to 
Joseph  as  almost  a  divine  promise  to  this  effect,  how  consistent 

^  Matt.  xiii.  55,  and  Mark  vi.  3.  Both  forms  of  expression  were  probably 
used  by  different  individuals  on  the  same  occasion.  The  writer  of  this  paper  (as  is 
doubtless  the  case  with  many  of  his  clerical  brethren)  has,  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion, when  addressing  a  village  congregation,  found  the  comfort  and  benefit  of  being 
able  to  bring  forward  the  example  of  Jesus,  as  putting  honour  from  God  on  the 
diligent  exercise  of  daily  labour  in  an  honest  calling. 

«  Acts  XX.  35. 
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ia  the  narrative  before  us  with  auch  a  view.  Joseph  and  Mary 
were  evidently  living  together  in  the  sight  of  all  their  neigh- 
bours and  of  the  child  Jesus,  as  husband  and  wife,  beannjg 
towards  each  other  a  mutual  affection  and  esteem.  Nor  is 
there  anything  in  the  scriptures  of  the  New  Testament  to  justify 
us  in  asserting  that  Mary  did  not  bear  children  to  Joseph,  after 
the  birth  of  Jesus — still  less  to  warrant  the  papacy  to  anathe- 
matise those  who  think  it  possible,  and  not  improbable,  that 
she  may  have  done  so. 

y.  The  simple  evangelical  narrative  before  us,  in  agreement 
with  other  passages  in  the  life  of  Jesus,  strikingly  discourages 
that  childish  but  impious  tenet  of  the  Bomish  heresy,  which 
ascribes  to  Mary  the  possession  of  an  all-prevailing  maternal 
influence  in  heaven,  over  the  Son  of  Ood,  in  behalf  of  all  those 
for  whom  she  chooses  to  make  intercession.  When  Jesus,  while 
upon  earth,  was  acting  as  the  Son  of  God,  and  as  the  Messiah^ 
not  only  as  a  child  of  twelve  years  old  in  the  temple,  but  ako 
after  his  baptism,  both  at  Cana  and  when  teaching  at  Caper- 
naum, he  did  not  allow  Mary  to  exercise  any  maternal  autho- 
rity over  him.  And  can  we  believe  that,  now  he  is  seated  in 
the  heavenly  glory,  at  the  Father's  right  hand,  holding  firom  the 
Father's  love  and  covenant  faithfulness  all  power  in  heaven  and 
earth,  as  ^'  Head  over  all  things  for  his  church," — can  we  be- 
lieve, we  say,  that  he  will  allow  a  maternal  control  to  be  exercised 
over  him  in  heaven,  where  he  is  ever  visibly  and  gloriously  the 
Son  of  Ood  as  well  as  the  Son  of  Man,  to  which  control  he 
did  not,  when  acting  as  the  Son  of  God,  submit  while  upon 
earth  ?  Nay,  what  strong  or  valid  plea  can®  Mary  now  employ, 
even  if  we  could  accept  as  true  the  incredible  and  monstrous 
fiction  that  she  has  been  taken  up  bodily  into  the  celestial 
regions,  and  enthroned  there  as  the  Queen  of  Heaven?     The 

0  We  instinctirely  allow  that  the  oonaideration  of  the  pangs  of  childbirth  power- 
fully strengthens  a  mother's  claim  to  the  affection,  sympathy,  and  obedience  of  her 
children.  Many  would  deprive  Mary  of  this  touching  chdm  upon  the  heart  of 
Jesus,  when  he  was  sojourning  on  earthy  by  asserting  that,  when  she  brought  forth 
Jesus,  she  experienced  a  perfectly  painless  parturition.  If  we  believe,  as  the  in- 
spired Scriptures  surely  teaches  us  to  believe,  that  Jesus  was  not  only  really  and 
truly  Gk>d,  but  also  really  and  truly  man,  there  being  an  ineffable  and  indissoluble 
union  in  him  between  the  Godhead  and  the  manhood,  then  do  we  seem  bound  to 
believe  (unless  we  had  a  special  revelation  to  the  contrary)  that  Mary,  the  mother 
of  the  true  and  real  humanity  of  Jesus,  suffered  when  bringing  that  human  nature 
into  the  world,  like  other  mothers,  more  or  less,  the  divinely  appointed  pains  of 
childbirth.  Not  a  few  will  perhaps  think  that  the  very  last  case  in  which  we  could 
reasonably  and  scripturally  expect  a  perfectly  painless  parturition,  would  be  that  of 
the  mother  of  him  who  was  bom  to  take  away,  as  the  LAmb  of  God,  the  sin  of  the 
world,  and  to  **  redeem  us  from  the  curse  of  the  law,  by  being  made  a  curse  for 
us.''  Is  it  probable  that  the  mother  of  this  Jesus  was  exempt  from  the  penal  sen- 
tence of  painful  parturition  ? 
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mortal  life  which  he  possessed  on  earth,  and  on  which  he  spake 
and  acted  while  sojonming  among  men,  this  life  Jesns  reeeived 
in  Mary's  womb ;  and,  therefore,  she  may  doubtless  be  said,  in 
the  ordinary  sense  of  the  terms,  to  have  been  the  mother  of 
that  mortal  life.  Bat  in  what  possible  or  conceivable  sense 
can  Mary  be  said  to  be  the  mother  of  that  resurrection  life,  that 
immortal  life,  which  Jesus,  when  lying  dead  in  the  sepulchre  of 
Joseph  of  Arimathea,  received  as  a  gift  and  reward  from  the 
Eternal  Father,  in  the  dark  and  silent  womb  of  that  new  and 
rock-hewn  grave?  This  is  the  immortal  life  in  which  Jesus 
now  lives ;  and  every  act  of  the  glorified  Christ  at  Ood's  right 
hand,  is  done  by  him  as  the  possessor  of  this  resurrection-life. 
Is  it  not  then  worse  than  puerile  and  absurd  to  suppose  that 
Mary,  the  mother  of  the  mortal  life  of  Jesus  the  Incarnate 
Word — which  mortal  life  he  laid  down  on  Calvary  as  the  saviour 
of  sinners,  of  whom  Mary  herself  was  one — ^can  have  any 
authoritative  maternal  control  over  the  heart,  and  will,  and 
acts  of  Christ  in  his  glorious  and  immortal  resurrection-life  in 
heaven  ? 

YI.  Parents  have  here  a  beautiful  and  winning  example  of 
filial  obedience  to  set  before  their  children,  and  they  should 
earnestly  and  thankfully  avail  themselves  of  the  goodness  of 
God  in  providing  for  them  such  an  instructive  model  to  assist 
them  in  training  up  their  offspring  in  the  nurture  and  admoni- 
tion of  the  Lord.  Jesus  willingly  leaves  the  applause  and 
admiration  of  the  great  and  learned  in  Jerusalem,  returns  to 
the  obscure  Galilean  town  of  Nazareth,  and  contentedly  dweUs 
there  as  the  son  of  an  humble  carpenter,  in  dutiful  filial  sub- 
jection to  Joseph  and  Mary,  though  we  are  sure  that  now,  at 
length,  he  was  become  fully  aware  that  he  was  emphatically  the 
Son  of  God.  That  the  chUd  Jesus  cheerfully  acquiesced  in  this 
arrangement  is  very  plain  from  the  narrative.  For,  if  there  had 
been  the  slightest  shade  of  gloom  and  dissatisfaction  in  his 
voice  and  countenance,  or  of  pride  and  discontent  in  his  de- 
portment, he  would  never  have  been  beloved  of  his  neighbours 
and  his  Heavenly  Father.  It  was  the  dutiful,  obliging,  cheerful^ 
and  contented  child  Jesus,  who  thus  went  on  '^increasing  in 
favour  with  God  and  man.^^  The  language  of  his  heart  was, 
doubtless,  not  merely  that  of  submission,  but  rather  of  cordial 
acquiescence — "  Here  I  desire  to  be,  in  Nazareth,  in  my  present 
humble  position — even  so,  Father,  for  so  it  seemeth  good  in 
thy  sight/' 

As  we  reflect  on  this  portion  of  the  narrative,  our  thoughts 
are  irresistibly  carried  forward  to  even  a  brighter  manifestation 
of  the  same  spirit  of  heavenly-minded  submission  to,  and  ac- 
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quiescence  in,  the  Father's  goodwill  and  pleasure.  We  call  to 
mind  his  wonderful  career  when  "  hep  went  about  all  Gralilee, 
teaching  in  their  synagogues,  and  preaching  the  gospel  of  the 
kingdom,  and  healing  all  manner  of  sickness,  and  all  manner 
of  disease  among  the  people,  and  his  fame  went  throughout  all 
Syria/'  The  proud  and  aspiring  heart  of  fallen  man  would 
desire  and  expect  (and  be  vexed  and  impatient  should  the  ex- 
pectation be  disappointed)  that  such  an  exhibition  of  wisdom, 
l)enevolence,  and  mighty  power,  should  result  in  winning  the 
admiration  of  this  world's  great  and  wise  ones,  and  would  fed 
ill-satisfied  if  followed  only  by  the  obscure,  the  lowly^  and  the 
poor.  It  was  not  so  with  Jesus.  There  was  no  unworthy  self- 
love  in  his  soul  to  be  mortified  and  wounded  by  the  cold 
regards,  the  neglect,  or  open  hostility  of  the  great,  the  influen- 
tifd,  and  the  learned  of  the  land.  He  had  no  will  of  his  own. 
It  was  enough  for  him  to  be  followed  by  9II  whose  hearts  it 
was  his  Father's  will  to  open  to  the  reception  of  his  word  and 
doctrine.  ''At  that  time  Jesus  answered  and  said,  I  thank 
thee,  O  Father,  Lord  of  heaven  and  earth,  because  thou  hast 
hid  these  things  from  the  wise  and  prudent,  and  hast  revealed 
them  unto  babes.  Even  so.  Father,  for  it  seemed  good  in  thy 
sight." 

Before  we  finally  take  our  leave  of  St.  Luke's  simple  and 
deeply  interesting  narrative,  we  offer  two  or  three  additional 
remarks.  Joseph  and  Mary  unquestionably  believed  that  Jesus 
was,  after  his  arrival  at  the  state  of  manhood,  sooner  or  later 
to  be  made  king  of  Israel,  and  that  John,  the  son  of  Zacharias, 
was  to  precede  him  as  a  herald  sent  from  Qod  to  proclaim  the 
Son's  approaching  inauguration  to  the  throne  of  David.  And 
if,  instead  of  seeing  the  holy  child  merely  admired  and  ap- 
plauded as  a  child  of  rare  talents,  wisdom,  and  piety,  they 
had  beheld  all  the  learned  Rabbis  and  others  prostrating  them- 
selves before  Jesus  (after  the  example  of  the  eastern  Magi)  as 
their  promised  Messiah  and  king,  however  surprised,  they  would 
have  been  tar  less  perplexed,  and  have  better  understood  so 
marvellous  a  scene. 

With  the  Evangelist's  short  but  instructive  record  to  instruct 
us,  we  can  well  afford  to  despise,  and  dispense  with,  the  absurd 
and  extravagant  apocryphal  gospels  of  the  childhood  of  Jesus ; 
that  record  does  not,  indeed,  minister  to  idle  curiosity,  but  it 
tells  us  all  that  is  needful  for  the  church  to  know  concerning 
the  earlier  years  of  the  Son  of  God.  We  have  before  us,  in 
the  few  verses  and  concise  narrative  of  St.  Luke,  what  is  equi- 

P  Matt.  iy.  23,  24. 
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valent  to  a  whole  volume ;  for  there  we  possess  a  dear  and  vivid 
picture,  which  enables  us  to  understand^  not  indeed  the  minute 
details,  but  the  true  character  of  the  life  of  Jesus,  from  his 
tenderest  childhood  to  the  day  of  his  appearing  before  John  the 
Baptist,  on  the  banks  of  the  Jordan — a  life  of  uniform  and 
uninterrupted  holiness,  wisdom,  piety,  benevolence,  and  love. 

The  illustrious  John  Calvin  (as  quoted  in  one  of  our  popu- 
lar  commentaries)  speaking  of  the  marvellous  scene  in  the 
temple,  says^ — ^^  Christ  gave  them  to  taste  of  his  divine  wisdom 
and  knowledge.  Methinks  they  might  have  had  Christ  to  enter 
upon  his  work  now,  but  they  were  only  astonished,  and  under- 
stood not  the  indication ;  and,  therefore,  like  Moses,  he  retires 
into  obscurity,  and  they  hear  no  more  of  him  for  manv  years 
after." 

How  different  was  it  with  the  just  and  devout  Simeon,  who, 
at  the  time  of  the  birth  of  the  holy  child  Jesus  '^  wa»?  waiting 
for  the  consolation  of  Israel,  and  the  Holy  Ghost  was  upon  him. 
And  it  was  revealed  unto  him  by  the  Holy  Ghost  that  he  should 
not  see  death  before  he  had  seen  the  Lord^s  Christ.  And  he 
came  by  the  Spirit  into  the  temple :  and  when  the  parents 
brought  in  the  child  Jesus,  to  do  for  him  after  the  custom  of 
the  law,  then  took  he  him  up  in  his  arms  and  said,  Lord  now 
lettest  thou  thy  servant  depart  in  peace  according  to  thy  word : 
for  mine  eyes  have  seen  thy  salvation.  'Which  thou  has  pre- 
pared before  the  face  of  all  people ;  A  LIGHT  TO  LIGHTEN 
THE  GENTILES,  AND  THE  GLOBY  OP  THY  PEOPLE 
ISBAEL."  P 

4/A  April,  1867.  * 


EGYPTIAN  DYNASTIES.-NO.  XL*- 

Whatever  conclusions  may  be  arrived  at  as  to  the  origin  of  the 
Egyptian  kings  from  the  history  of  Sanchoniathon,  and  the 
traditions  that  are  traced  into  connexion  with  "  the  later  Gene- 

S  Lake  ii.  25-32.  ^  Ck>iicluded  from  April,  1855. 
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raiioni  ^*  of  that  writer^  it  is  certain  none  can  be  satisfactory, 
except  they  coincide  with  the  chronological  requirements  of  the 
royal  tables,  or  ''  Dyna$iie$"  of  Egyptian  kings,  handed  down 
by  Manetho*  For  there  is  no  ancient  record  of  better  authen- 
ticity thui  those  Tables ;  and  however  differently  they  may  be 
considered  to  be  applicable  to  the  periods  of  history,  no  one  has 
ever  ventured  to  cnarge  them  with  a  want  of  genuineness,  or  to 
allege  that  the  kings  there  registered  never  existed.  And,  as 
those  tables  professedly  extend  from  the  reign  of  the  first  Man- 
king,  as  "Menes'*  was  held  to  be,  who  reigned  in  Egypt  after 
the  "Dii*'  or  Osirian  "Crod^kinga"  down  to  the  very  times  of 
the  Persian  and  Macedonian  conquests,  it  is  plain  the  period 
we  hav^  assigned  to  the  reigns  of  the  Osiride  from  the  Syrian 
history,  must  coincide  with  the  commencement  of  that  rdle  of 
kings,  or  our  conclusions  cannot  be  correct. 

Now  we  have  shewn,  in  our  former  number,  a  very  certain 
connexion  between  the  concluding  "Generations^'  oi  Sancho- 
niathon,  and  the  family  of  the  patriarch  Abraham  in  its  first 
three  generations;  and  from  this  in  the  second  line  of  descent, 
there  has  been  shewn  also  a  race  of  African  monarchs,  of  Ketu- 
rene  and  Arabian  origin,  commencing  in  a  first  conqneror  and 
civilizer  of  the  central  and  northern  regions  of  Africa ;  upon 
whose  history  the  Orphean,  and  many  local  traditions  of  the 
same  continent,  are  brought  to  bear  by  the  historian  Diodorus. 
If  the  connexions  so  traced  are  at  all  true,  the  period  in  which 
the  Osiridse  reigned  cannot  be  doubtful ;  and  if  we  do  not  pre- 
sume to  say  they  are  so,  we  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  such 
notwithstanding,  is  our  opinion  respecting  them.  For  they  can 
only  be  refuted  by  an  entire  rejection  of  many  ancient  notices 
of  the  times  we  treat  of;  which  men,  who  lived  nearer  to  that 
age  and  were  eminently  qualified  to  judge  of  such  matters, 
deemed  worthy  of  recording,  as  marks,  though  obscure  ones,  of 
a  true  history. 

There  is,  as  we  are  aware,  a  strong  feeling  of  distrust  on  the 
subject  of  these  ancient  traditions,  whether  derived  from  Hero- 
dotus or  Diodorus ;  though  the  characters  of  both  these  writers 
are  generally  unimpeached,  and  it  is  known  that  both  travelled 
into  most  of  the  countries  from  whence  they  professed  to  have 
derived  their  information.  This  was  eminently  the  case  with 
the  Sicilian ;  so  that,  in  whatever  degree  we  may  distrust  the 
truth  of  the  traditions  themselves,  we  think  it  cannot  be  ques- 
tioned that  his  account  of  them  is  true ;  and  that  they  prevailed 
as  he  has  related  them,  among  the  people  he  refers  to.  And 
thus  the  marvel  is,  that  though  he  collected  these  African  tra- 
ditions from  four  distinct  and  remote  people;  for   such  the 
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Egyptians,  Ethiopian?,  Libyans,  and  Atlantaeans  were,  from 
whom  separately  he  professes  to  have  received  them ;  they  all 
have  a  great  deal  in  common,  relative  to  the  existence  of  the 
old  kings  of  that  first  conqueror^s  family,  of  whom  Josephus 
gives  us  an  account ;  and  to  the  descent,  power,  and  establish- 
ment by  them  of  the  Osirian  rulers  of  Egypt,  in  the  upper 
regions  of  the  Nile.  And  then  we  may  ask ; — if  we  admit  any 
dominant  powers  at  all  to  have  ruled  at  the  early  period  referred 
to  over  that  large  assemblage  of  nations,  many  of  which  to 
this  day  are  found  with  marks  of  a  great  antiquity  in  the  cen- 
tral parts  of  Africa ;  how  can  we  reject  the  notion  of  traditions 
of  a  reliable  nature  being  found  among  the  more  civilized  por- 
tion of  them,  as  long  as  the  fabric  of  those  old  kingdoms  was 
not  wholly  shaken  to  pieces : — as  it  may  be  said  to  have  been  by 
the  effects  of  the  Roman  and  Saracen  inroads  into  their  coun- 
tries : — and  to  which  an  "  enquirer  ^'  in  the  time  of  Diodorus 
might  have  obtained  access  ?  Many  of  the  western  nations  of 
Africa  still  afford  evidences  in  their  family  and  provincial  names 
and  customs,  that  are  very  corroborative  of  these  traditions ; 
and  at  the  same  time,  indicative  of  an  extremely  early  associa- 
tion with  the  first  Greek  and  Italian  families.  The  personal 
features  of  the  best  Greek  families,  the  names  of  the  royal  races 
of  the  Dardan,  Lydian,  and  -ZEolian  people,  and  the  festive  and 
funeral  customs  that  prevailed  commonly  among  them,  are 
still  to  be  found  among  the  towns  of  the  Western  Niger,  from 
whence  the  Hesperian  and  Dardan  settlers  were  certainly 
brought  by  leaders  of  the  Atlantaean  family.  The  custom  of 
assigning  an  apotheosis  to  their  sovereigns,  clothed  the  tradi- 
tions of  these  kings  among  the  colonists  from  their  coasts  with 
the  mythical  character  in  which  they  are  found  among  the 
European  nations.  But  if  Virgil  assigned  a  constellation  to 
Augustus  for  the  abode  of  his  immortality,  may  we  not  believe 
the  people  of  these  less  civilized  countries  might  have  exalted 
those  kings  to  similar  honour,  who  taught  them  how  to  know 
the  seasons  of  seed  time  and  harvest,  and  to  turn  the  changes  of 
the  year  to  their  proper  account  ?  And  knowing  that  such  a 
system  of  deification  existed  amongst  the  Ethiopian  nations,  is 
not  the  custody  which  that  religion  gave,  the  very  safest  pledge 
that  men  could  ever  have  for  the  truth  of  their  traditions,  and 
of  the  existence  of  such  kings  as  are  handed  down  to  posterity 
with  that  guarantee  of  their  authenticity?  One  can  hardly 
refrain  from  a  sort  of  contempt  for  a  sciolism  which  will  reject 
evidence  of  so  sure  a  kind,  built  upon  the  most  sacred  instincts 
of  mankind ;  rather  than  undertake  the  task  of  contemplating 
a  certainty  under  a  disguise,  which  requires  an  interpreter. 
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There  is  some  little  waywardness  undoubtedly  in  the  case ;  for 
if  we  took  half  as  much  pains  only,  and  as  much  faith  for  the 
elucidations  of  these  records^ — ^the  oral  hieroglyphics  of  the 
pagan  priesthood^ — as  we  do  to  give  a  doubtful  meaning  to  an 
Assyrian  inscription^  we  should  probably  find  the  elements  of 
much  true  history  as  the  reward  of  our  pains. 

But  we  must  turn  to  Manetho  and  his  Tables,  the  adjust- 
ment of  which  is  to  form  the  subject  of  this  paper;  and  of  which 
we  may  first  observe,  that  under  the  arrangement  here  proposed 
of  them,  these  tables  are  found  to  have  that  coincidence  with 
the  deductions  of  our  former  paper,  which  we  have  above  pre- 
dicated to  be  necessary.  For  tike  kings  there  registered  take 
their  commencement  from  the  middle  of  the  seventeenth  cen- 
tury B.C.;  which  formed,  by  the  deductions  of  that  paper,  the 
concluding  epoch  of  the  Osirian  kings.   (April,  1855,  p.  22,  28). 

The  result  will  be  found  disclosed  in  the  arrangement  we 
have  made  of  the  Tables  at  the  end  of  this  article,  and  of  which 
we  purpose  now  to  give  some  explanation.  But  it  may  perhaps 
facilitate  that  object  if  we  oflfer  a  few  words  preliminarily,  re- 
specting the  process  we  ourselves  pursued  in  the  investigation 
of  these  perplexing  registers.  For  the  first  step  for  the  elucida- 
tion of  their  character  was  not  at  all  of  an  affirmative  kind,  but 
by  looking  for  indications  of  a  negative  character  in  them ;  not 
for  determining  what  they  were,  but  what  they  could  not  be. 
And  it  is  no  great  boast  to  say,  that  the  first  discovery  in  that 
direction  was,  that  the  classification  of  the  Tables  themselves 
could  not  be  throughout  consecutive  in  order  of  time ;  nor, 
with  respect  to  the  later  tables,  could  the  names  they  contained 
disclose  a  consecutive  succession  of  kings ;  though  such  proba- 
bly may  have  been  the  case  in  the  earlier  Dynasties. 

These  were  very  important  conclusions;  and  the  circum- 
stances that  led  to  them  are  so  very  pregnant,  that  we  will 
recount  a  few  of  them,  in  order  to  give  assurance  to  our  readers 
that  they  were  well  founded.  Thus,  then, — if  we  count  the  num- 
bers of  the  years  between  the  reign  of  Menes,  who  is  placed  at 
the  head  of  the  whole  Tables,  and  the  first  king  of  the  fifteenth 
Dynasty,  which  is  the  register  of  those  Phoenician  shepherds 
whose  expulsion  from  Egypt  took  place  under  Amosis,  the 
first  king  of  the  18th  table ;  according  to  some  chronologers, 
about  the  time  of  Abraham,  or,  according  to  others,  at  the 
time  of  the  Exodus, — ^there  will  be  found  an  interval  of  nearly 
3,000  years.  Yet,  the  next  king  to  Menes  in  his  own  dynasty 
is  Athothis,  who  is  taken  by  Syncellus  to  be  the  Thoth  of  the 
Egyptians,  and  by  Erastosthenes  as  the  Thoth  of  the  Phoenicians; 
pf  whom  Sanchoniathon  fixes  the  date  by  a  contemporeity  with 
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the  fourth  generation  of  the  Abrahamic  family.  Now,  as  this 
dynasty  of  the  Phoenician  shepherds  extends  over  284  years ; 
whether  its  expulsion  took  place  under  Abraham  or  Moses,  it  is 
clear  Athothis  could  not  have  reigned  before  their  age  at  all ; 
but  many  years  after.  In  effect,  the  fifteenth  dynasty  must  be 
of  much  older  date  than  the  first.  But  this  Athothis  of  the 
1st  Table  is  held  moreover  to  have  been  the  contemporary  of 
Tosorthus,  the  second  king  of  the  third  dynasty ;  (a  Table  of 
Memphites),  who  was  the  Egyptian  ^sculapius.  And  here 
again,  we  find  by  the  order  of  the  tables,  that  these  contempo- 
raries are  separated  by  an  interval  of  more  than  600  years. 
Again,  the  builders  of  the  Pyramids  are  registered  in  the  first, 
fourth,  and  sixth  dynasties,  at  an  interval,  between  the  first  and 
last,  of  about  1400  years.  But  of  these  last  builders,  the  tables 
shew  that  they  lived  nearly  2500  years  before  the  first  king  of 
the  eighteenth  dynasty ;  to  which  table,  in  some  point  or  other, 
the  era  of  the  Exodus  is  by  all  chronologers  attributed. 

And  if  these  "Impossibilities^'  plainly  shew  that  the  Tables 
themselves  cannot  be  consecutive  registers  in  their  earlier  num- 
bers ;  those  of  the  later  period,  particulariy  after  the  twenty- 
third  dynasty,  afford  internal  evidence,  that  neither  are  the 
entries  of  the  kings  in  those  tables,  entries  of  consecutive  kings. 
For  the  history  is  tolerably  authentic  which  treats  of  the  kings 
of  the  eighth  century  b.c.  ;  that  the  succession  was  from  Gne- 
phactus  to  Bocchoris,  and  Necho  I. ;  then  to  Sabaco  the  Ethio- 
pian conqueror;  and  from  him,  after  an  interval,  to  Psammeticus 
the  son  or  grandson  of  that  Necho.  But  the  tables  of  that  era 
register  these  kings  in  the  following  manner : — Gnephactus  by 
his  name  of  Necheptos  in  the  26th  table;  Bocchoris  in  the  24th 
table;  Necho  I.,  under  Necheptos  in  the  26th  table;  Sabaco 
in  the  25th  table;  and  Psammeticus  again  in  the  said  26th 
table,  under  his  father  the  first  Necho.  The  order  of  a  true 
succession,  therefore,  was  neither  observed  in  the  sequence 
of  the  tables,  nor  in  the  entries  of  the  kings  in  these  later 
dynasties. 

These  deductions  in  the  negative  appeared  to  lay  open  the 
whole  arrangement  of  the  Tables  to  the  necessity  of  some  colla- 
teral dispositions.  But  whether  that  requirement  applied  to  the 
whole  range  of  the  dynasties,  or  for  a  period  only  and  what 
period,  formed  another  and  new  subject  of  inquiry.  For  it  is 
very  extraordinary,  that  though  Manetho  professes  to  write  a 
history  of  five  separate  states  in  Egypt,  it  has  been  contended, 
with  reference  to  these  Tables,  that  having  given  them  in  the 
order  of  a  continuous  succession,  it  must  be  taken  that  the 
historian  necessarily  intended  to  represent  them  as  one  series  of 
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kings  following  that  order.  The  circnmstanoes  above  pointed 
out  ought  we  think  to  have  led  to  a  different  conclnsion.  And 
if  Manetho  gave  an  account  of  five  Egyptian  kingdoms,  and 
added  these  lists,  as  the  lists  of  all  the  Egyptian  kings,  it  may 
very  certainly  be  concluded  that  he  intended  them  as  the 
tables  of  the  kings  of  all  the  five  kingdoms.  As  the  point  is 
disputed  however,  we  have  been  obliged  to  have  recourse  to  the 
Tables  themselves  for  elucidating  their  true  nature ;  and  this, 
by  a  proper  analysis,  we  think  they  do  in  a  very  satisfactory 
manner. 

They  do,  in  effect  then,  according  to  our  view  of  them, 
disclose  the  concurrent  registers  of  that  very  number  of  king- 
doms which  Manetho  treats  of:  four  of  which  took  their  com- 
mencement about  the  age  of  Menes,  and  in  immediate  succes- 
sion to  the  dynasty  of  the  Osirian  kings;  that  is,  about  the 
middle  of  the  seventeenth  century  b.c.  :  while  the  fifth,  com- 
prehending that  section  of  the  Tables  which  constitutes  the 
several  shepherd  dynasties  of  the  14th,  15th,  16th,  and  17th 
numbers,  and  are  generally  of  an  anomalous  character  and 
of  uncertain  dates,  must  be  referred  to  several  races  of  tem- 
porary occupants  of  the  Egyptian  Delta  or  some  other  border 
lands  by  foreign  settlers,  whose  histories  are  generally  un- 
known.^ The  dynasty  of  Fhoenician  shepherds  alone  holds  a 
place  in  the  Egyptian  annals :  and  this  is  numbered  the  17th 
table  by  Eusebius ;  in  which  position  it  stands  next  before  the 
eighteenth  dynasty ;  whose  first  king,  Amosis,  was  instrumental 
in  expelling  them  from  the  Egyptian  territory ;  as  is  probable, 
about  the  latter  period  of  the  life  of  Abraham.  This  king, 
Amosis,  with  the  six  next  succeeding  names  of  that  18th  table, 
disclose  therefore  a  race  of  enchorial  sovereigns,  before  the 
accession  of  the  post-Osirian  kings  of  Egypt :  for  they  com- 
menced their  line  in  the  Memnon  and  Horus,  who  are  the 
8th  and  9th  kings  of  that  table. 

Under  the  fourfold  divisions  of  the  remaining  dynasties,  the 
Tables  disclose  a  series  of  dynastic  successions,  which  are  marked 
out  by  contemporary  epochs  in  all  the  four  lines,  in  a  manner 
which  could  hardly  result  from  any  merely  fortuitous  adjust- 
ment of  them.  For  instance,  the  whole  four  kingdoms  are 
shewn  by  this  combination  to  have  been  descended  together 
from  the  age  of  Menes  and  Horus  through  their  respective 
dynasties  for  a  course  of  about  700  years,  down  to  the  time  of 
that  king  who  was  the  contemporary  of  David  and  Solomon, 

^  See  a  notice  of  one  of  these  shepherd  races  in  an  extract  from  Herodotus  in 
note  «  at  p.  313  post. 
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and  the  father  of  him  who  is  called  in  the  sacred  Scriptures  by 
the  name  of  Shisha^ :  from  whose  reign  a  new  system  of  things 
took  their  commencement.  During  the  whole  of  that  long 
interval^  all  the  kings  of  these  four  kingdoms  are  registered 
in  their  Dynasties  by  name^  and  with  the  exact  years  of  their 
reigns — and  those  reigns  are  generally  for  long  periods.  After 
that  epochs  the  lists  still  continue  to  shew  the  same  fourfold 
division  through  another  period  of  about  200  years ;  but  in  all 
that  interval  the  names  of  the  kings  are  generally  not  given ; 
except  only  in  a  few  cases  of  the  paramount  or  Theban  kings ; 
and  the  reigns  appear  throughout  shortened  to  very  brief 
periods. 

This  second  series  of  successions  terminates  in  all  its  four 
sections  with  the  coming  of  Sabaco^  the  Ethiopian  conqueror^ 
about  the  middle  of  the  eighth  century  before  Christ;  with 
which  event  all  the  Toparchal  Thrones  appear  to  have  ceased ; 
and  their  registers  are  no  longer  found.  From  that  epochs  after 
an  interval  of  about  thirty  years  of  unregistered  rulers,  the 
government  in  its  single  monarchy  came  to  Psammeticus  of  the 
old  Fharaohic  stock ;  in  which  condition  the  throne  of  Egypt 
descended  in  a  regular  succession  of  his  descendants^  till  the 
period  of  the  usurpation  of  Amosis ;  who  held  it  down  to  the 
year  which  preceded  that  of  the  conquest  of  the  country  by 
Cambyses. 

The  above  adjustment,  however,  is  subject  to  a  subdivision 
of  its  first  period,  the  700  years  between  Menes  and  Shishac, 
into  two  other  well  defined  subordinate  sections.  The  first, 
extending  from  Menes  to  the  epoch  of  the  Exodus,  when  the 
race  of  Osirian  kings  from  Horus,  who  occupy  the  eight  last 
numbers  of  the  eighteenth  dynasty,  appear  to  haVe  been  brought 
to  an  end :  the  other,  extending  from  that  time  to  the  period  of 
the  Trojan  war,  when  the  race  of  Sesostridse  took  their  com- 
mencement, as  hereditary  kings.  Between  the  Exodus  and  the 
later  epoch,  the  Theban  or  paramount  throne  appears  to  have 
been  held  by  a  succession  of  elective  kings  out  of  the  21st,  22nd, 
and  23rd  tables.  From  these  the  family  of  the  Sesostridse, 
themselves  perhaps  first  seated  as  elected  kings,  took  the  Theban 
throne  hereditarily,  and  handed  it  down  from  that  period  to 
him  who  lived  in  the  time  of  David,  and  gave  his  daughter 
to  the  favoured  son  of  that  king. 

These  results  are  the  fruit  of  what  has  appeared  to  us,  from 
a  very  unprejudiced  view  of  the  tables,  to  form  their  necessary 
classification.  We  disown  emphatically  that  the  arrangement 
has  been,  in  any  proper  sense,  a  gratuitous  or  arbitrary  one. 
If  anything  can  at  all  be  said  to  have  been  adopted  arbitrarily^ 
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it  is  alone  the  coincidence  of  the  terminating  point  of  the 
eighteenth  dynasty  with  the  events  of  the  Exodus.  Bat  that 
view  was  not  adopted  till  after  the  sera  of  the  Osiridse  had  been 
determinately  fixed  from  other  data ;  and  the  interval  between 
their  eera  and  the  Exodus,  found  to  be  in  close  proximity  to  that 
which  the  18th  table  shews,  between  the  Osirian  names  of  Horns 
and  Memnon  and  the  close  of  that  dynasty.  Having  gained 
the  certainty  of  that  point,  as  we  deemed  it ; — of  the  contem- 
poreity  of  Horus  and  Menes ; — and  of  the  concurrent  nature  of 
the  tables,  through  their  separate  series  of  kings ;  the  develop- 
ment of  them  followed  almost  of  course. 

We  say,  then,  that  the  Tables  themselves  disclose  that  the 
race  of  kings  of  the  eighteenth  dynasty  terminated  their  line  of 
descent,  and,  we  assume,  their  sovereignty,  with  the  end  of 
that  Table.  But  the  19th  table  does  not  shew  the  immediate 
successors  of  the  kings  of  that  18th  table.  The  kings  of  the 
19th  and  20th  tables  are  clearly  kings  of  the  Sesostridse,  and  of 
a  much  later  date  than  the  eighteenth  dynasty ;  they  are  later 
than  the  kings  of  those  Tables  that  follow  the  19th  and  20th; 
as  low  down  as  to  the  23rd  table.  The  19th  and  20th 
Tables  (the  latter  being  plainly  a  sequel  only  to  its  predecessor) 
are  anomalous  in  their  position ;  and  the  true  succeeding  tables 
to  the  18th  are  in  effect  the  twenty-first,  twenty-second,  and 
twenty-third  dynasties  ,*  all  of  which  have  a  different  character 
from  those  of  the  first  periods  of  the  dynasties]  and  have 
appeared  to  us  to  denote  the  series  of  elected  kings  we  have 
referred  to :  into  which  state  the  paramount  throne  must  have 
fallen,  after  the  destruction  of  the  race  of  kings  of  the  18th 
Table. 

The  line  of  kings  of  the  elective  monarchy,  taking  these  to 
have  been  such,  terminated  in  Psammus,  third  king  of  the  23rd 
Table ;  when  the  order  of  the  registers  reverts  to  the  19th  Ust, 
where  the  kings  of  the  Sesostridse,  in  their  Theban  or  paramount 
throne,  are  found.  These  last  kings  reigned  through  four 
descents  for  192  years,  down  to  the  end  of  the  reign  of  Rameses ; 
who  is  the  same  king  as  Sesostris,  in  the  Toparchal  Register  of 
the  12th  dynasty.  For  these  Sesostridse  were  of  the  lineage  of 
Menes ;  and  ruled,  in  their  first  accession  to  the  Theban  throne, 
both  in  that  Throne,  and  the  subordinate  one  of  their  own 
patrimonial  kingdom. 

After  the  death  of  Sesostris,  and  the  accession  of  his  unworthy 
son,  as  the  Greek  historian  calls  him,  there  succeeded  a  race  of 
tyrannical  kings  in  the  Theban  throne,  for  the  space  of  about 
200  years,  and  down  to  the  time  of  the  Ethiopian  Sabaco. 
There  is  a  notice  by  Herodotus  of  this  period  of  oppressive 
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domination^  under  which  the  reigns  of  the  provincial  kings 
shortened  according  to  the  tables.  For  that  historian  relates 
that  such  a  tyranny  was  foretold  by  an  oracle^  and  was  attempted 
to  be  put  an  end  to  by  a  king  named  Mycerinus,  before  the  end 
of  the  decreed  years,  for  which  impiety  he  was  punished  by  the 
gods.^  The  age  of  that  king,  according  to  Herodotus,  was  four 
reigns  before  that  of  Sabaco,  and  agrees,  therefore,  with  the 
reign  of  "Zc/,"  fourth  king  in  the  23rd  table,  who,  by  our 
adjustment  of  the  tables,  is  the  first  king  who  follows  in  succes- 
sion to  the  unnamed  kings  of  the  20th  table,  at  an  interval  of 
147  years  from  the  death  of  Rameses.* 

The  reason  why  the  Sesostrian  kings,  who  first  took  the 
Theban  throne  hereditarily  after  the  elective  kings,  have  the 
table  of  their  succession  placed  before  those  elective  lists, 
instead  of  below  the  23rd  table,  where  they  should  appear  by 
the  order  of  their  date,  can  of  course  be  only  conjectured.  Of 
the  fact,  we  think,  the  reader  will  be  quite  convinced ;  but  con- 
jecturally,  their  position  in  the  tables  may  be  accounted  for,  by 
the  impossibility  of  observing  a  strictly  true  consecutive  order 
of  succession  in  the  reigns,  by  any  arrangement  that  could  be 
made  of  them ;  as  is  evident  by  what  we  have  said  in  p.  309. 
This  perhaps  was  coupled  with  a  purpose  of  making  that  dynasty 
of  eminent  kings,  who  raised  the  Theban  throne  to  its  highest 
glory,  appear  at  the  head  of  the  system  out  of  which  it  had 
sprung,  and  which  was  truly  of  its  own  family,  though  differently 
organized  in  its  inception :  and  which,  moreover,  had  restored 
the  inheritable  property  to  that  throne,  after  its  suspension  by 
the  overthrow  of  the  kings  of  the  18th  table. 

It  will  be  manifest  to  the  most  cursory  observer,  that  these 
Tables  are  a  compilation  of  registers,  continuously  kept  j  and  so 
the  growth  of  separate  archives,  and  independently  generated. 


«  Euterp.,  §  133. 

'  There  is  a  very  extraordinary  notice  in  Herodotas  relative  to  this  period  of 
trouble,  which  is  quite  unintelligible  from  the  history.  For  there,  after  referring  to 
Proteus,  as  the  king  who  reoeiyed  the  Greek  Helen,  it  states  that  Rampsinitus  was  his 
successor,  and  then  continues : — '*  Down  to  the  time  of  Rampsinitus,  the  laws  were 
supreme  in  Egypt,  and  the  country  enjoyed  a  universal  prosperity "  (Euterp.  124)  ; 
but  with  the  accession  of  Cheops,  who  succeeded  him,  iniquity  become  predominant : 
the  temples  were  shut  and  the  sacrifices  forbidden,  and  the  people  subjected  to  a  most 
oppressive  slavery  in  the  works  of  the  king.  This  king  reigned  fifty  years;  and 
Chephren,  his  brother,  who  pursued  the  same  course,  fifty-six  years  (126,  7).  After 
him  came  Mycerinus,  who  attempted  to  put  an  end  to  this  rule,  and  was  told  it  was 
the  decree  ii  the  gods  to  be  so  for  150  years  (133).  Herodotus  writes,  '*  in  these 
106  years,  of  Cheops  and  Chephren,  all  kinds  of  evils  befd  the  Egyptians ;  so  that  they 
would  never  allow  any  memorial  of  their  names ;"  and  called  the  very  pyramids  they 
had  constructed  by  the  name  of  the  shepherd  Philition,  who  pastured  his  cattle  in 
those  vidnities  during  that  period  (Euterp.,  128). 

VOL.  v. — NO.  X.  Y 
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In  the  old  hereditary  kingdoms^  the  sucoessions  followed  in  the 
order  and  numbering  of  the  tables;  but  in  the  Paramount 
throne^  and  the  successions  of  the  kings  of  that  throne  from  the 
21  st  to  the  26th  table^  the  kings  appear  to  have  been  taken  out 
of  the  di£ferent  families  of  those  dynasties,  by  a  course  that  was 
not  one  of  regular  succession,  according  to  the  order  of  the 
tables.  The  position  of  the  24th  and  25th  tables,  whose  kings 
were  evidently  of  later  date  than  some  of  those  in  the  26th 
table,  as  we  have  before  shewn,  indicates  an  irregularity  in  the 
order  of  arrangement  there,  arising  from  some  plain  necessity 
beyond  question ;  and  the  principle  of  a  necessary  transposition 
in  the  cLassification  of  the  tables  being  admitted,  the  anteposi- 
tion  of  the  19th  and  20th  tables,  to  the  21st,  and  two  sequent 
ones  whose  kings  were  of  an  earlier  date,  at  once  becomes  a 
possible  anomaly  in  the  arrangement  of  these  dynasties.  But  if 
those  three  tables,  Nos.  21,  22,  and  23,  were  concurrent  tables 
of  a  race  of  elective  kings,  who  were  the  predecessors  of  those 
of  the  19th  table,  who  were  of  another  order  of  sovereignty  by 
their  hereditary  character,  and  had  also  their  family  registers 
in  the  antecedent  lists  of  their  own  local  kingdoms : — taking 
the  anomalous  character  of  that  list  into  view  from  these  cir- 
cumstances, it  appears  to  ourselves  difficult  to  perceive  where 
that  list  could  be  better  inserted  than  in  the  very  place  where 
it  is  found. 

As  to  the  general  classification  of  the  dynasties  in  other 
respects,  the  method  adopted  appears  a  very  simple  one ;  which 
was  to  collect  the  tables  relating  to  the  three  old  Toparchal 
thrones,  in  one  fasciculus,  and  to  place  that  fasciculus  altogether 
before  the  series  of  Tables  by  which  the  succession  in  the 
supreme  throne  is  deduced,  as  first  stated.  These  Toparchal 
registers  will  be  found,  therefore,  to  be  comprehended  in  their 
whole  extent,  down  to  the  time  of  Sabaco,  in  the  first  thirteen 
Tables :  those  of  the  Shepherd  kings  taking  their  commence- 
ment at  the  fourteenth  number,  and  extending  down  to  the 
time  of  the  Theban  kings  of  the  18th  table. 

Of  the  Shepherd  dynasties,  which  occupy  the  14th,  15th, 
16th,  and  17th  tables,  although  one  only  of  them  can  be  taken 
as  the  certain  predecessor  to  the  kings  of  the  18th  table ;  which 
one  is  the  table  of  Phoenician  shepherds,  yet  again,  it  seems 
hardly  possible  to  conceive,  in  what  other  parts  of  the  rdle  of 
dynasties  the  others  could  be  placed,  so  as  to  be  in  conjunction 
with  the  one  certain  table  of  their  own  class.  For  being  alto- 
gether anomalous,  and  their  dates,  and  even  the  locality  of  their 
kingdoms  and  their  histories  being  unchronicled,  they  could  only 
be  treated  in  their  one  abnormal  character;  and  so  classed  to- 
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gether^  as  we  find  them  to  be^  with  that  one  whose  date  and 
position  with  reference  to  the  18th  table  was  known  and  cer- 
tain. The  first  king  of  the  18th  table^  as  we  have  said^  is  he 
who  is  supposed  to  have  expelled  the  Phoenician  shepherds^  the 
Hycsos  or  Shepherd  kings^  from  their  position  j  and  the  table  of 
their  kings  is  properly  procursive  to  that  18th  dynasty.  Afri- 
canus^  whose  lists  we  have  generally  followed^  numbers  this 
Phoenician  list  as  the  fifteenth  dynasty^  and  gives  the  names 
and  periods  of  the  reigns  of  six  kings^  placing  the  list  of 
Grreek  and  Theban  Pastor  kings  in  his  16th  and  17th  lists^  who 
must  clearly  have  been  of  a  much  later  age.  But  the  version  of 
the  tables  by  Eusebius  puts  the  dynasty  of  these  Phoenician 
shepherds  in  the  17th  list^  and  as  the  immediate  precursors^ 
therefore^  of  the  king  who  expelled  them. 

Taking  this  disposition  of  the  Tables  to  be  the  true  one^  a 
question  then  arises,  what  could  have  been  the  original  nature 
of  the  Tables  themselves?  For  undoubtedly  they  must  have 
been  generated  in  situ  by  the  gradual  accretion  of  the  names  that 
constitute  their  respective  dynasties.  But  why  are  they  broken 
into  these  small  compartments?  If  they  were  taken  from  the 
rolls  of  a  royal  record  office  that  could  hardly  have  happened. 
For  the  first  two  tables  are  of  the  same  kingdom  and  race  of 
kings;  and  the  next  two  tables  are  also  of  the  same'  kingdom 
and  family  of  descendant  sovereigns ;  so  that  it  seems  impossible 
to  conceive  why  any  municipal  records  should  not  have  continued 
each  of  those  lines^  as  long  as  they  lasted^  in  one  continuous 
register.  This  circumstance^  and  the  precise  nature  of  the  nume- 
rical classification  of  these  old  dynasties,  while  it  leads  us  to 
a  conclusion  that  they  cannot  have  been  obtained  from  records 
that  were  strictly  municipal  or  regal  in  their  nature,  give  great 
ground  for  supposing  that  they  may  have  had  another  origin  alto- 
gether, and  been  taken  from  the  registers  of  the  royal  tombs. 
For  they  answer  very  specifically  to  the  character  of  '^  mortuary 
tables,*'  such  as  the  ancient  tombs  of  that  early  period  would 
have  given  rise  to : — and,  after  giving  due  consideration  to  the 
subject,  it  is  our  opinion  that  such  is  the  true  nature  of  all  these 
earlier  Tables.  They  are  certainly  transcripts  from  the  inscrip- 
tions or  registers  of  interred  kings,  belonging  to  the  royal  sepul- 
chres ;  and  answer  exactly  in  their  arrangement  and  numerical 
constitution  to  the  disposition  of  those  ancient  tombs  which  are 
found  to  have  existed  among  the  Syrian  nations. 

As  we  conceive  this  point  to  be  of  the  utmost  importance  tp 
the  right  understanding  of  these  Dynasties,  we  will  occupy  our 
reader's  time  for  a  brief  space,  to  explain  the  grounds  upon 
which  we  have  come  to  this  conclusion. 

Y  2 
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Fint,  then^  we  b^  to  present  to  bis  view  a  plan  of  the 
ancient  tombs  described  by  Manndrell^  as  still  in  existence  near 
the  island  of  **  Aradm''  on  the  coast  of  "  Syria/'  These  are 
found  underground,  with  spindles  or  small  tapering  towers,  by 
which  the  entrances  to  the  caves  below  were  conceided,  and  the 
annexed  drawing  is  copied  from  that  trayeller's  work.  They 
are  formed  of  a  principal  chamber  or  entrance-hall,  out  of 
which  the  repositories  of  the  dead  branch  in  all  directions, 
except  that  of  the  entrance,  and  the  number  of  these  crypts 
or  receptacles  is  limited  by  the  nature  of  that  construction. 
They  vary  in  this  drawing,  as  may  be  seen,  from  six  to  eleveu, 
but  the  normal  arrangement  would  evidently  be,  three  crypts 
on  every  side  but  that  of  the  entrance,  or  to  the  number  of 
nine.  A  reference  to  the  early  tables  in  these  dynasties  will 
shew  that  that  was  the  precise  constituent  of  these  registers; 
and  if  they  are  mortuary  tables,  this  order  of  their  compilation 
will  at  once  be  accounted  for,  by  reference  to  the  contents  of 
the  respective  tombs ;  to  every  one  of  which  a  new  register  would 
probably  have  been  assigned. 

MAUNDRELL'S  SYRIAN  TOMBS. 
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The  neighbourhood  where  these  tombs  are  discovered^  is 
about  fifty  miles  from  that  very  ^' Byblus,'*  which  Sancho- 
niathon  assigns  as  the  original  settling-place  of  the  patriarchal 
race ;  from  whom  the  royal  races  of  the  Arabian,  African,  or 
Egyptian  dynasties,  in  their  early  stages,  were  all  derived ;  as 
we  have  shewn  in  our  preceding  papers.  From  that  region,  we 
shall  recollect,  the  descents  of  the  Egyptian  Thoth  and  iEscula- 
pius,  both  kings  in  these  Egyptian  tables,  are  deduced :  there 
'^  Busiris/^  the  lieutenant  or  viceroy  of  the  second  Osiris,  and 
the  contemporary  of  "  Menes  "  and  '^  Horus/^  held  his  govern- 
ment, according  to  the  Egyptian  traditions :  and,  finally,  from 
thence  also— a  point  we  shall  have  to  improve  upon  in  a  future 
paper — ^the  Aramite  concubine  of  "  Mafmsseh/^  the  son  of 
Joseph,  was  derived  (1  Chron.  vii.  14) ;  if  that  region  is  the 
original  seat  of  the  Aramite  family  of  the  old  scriptures ;  as 
Dr.  Shaw  supposes  it  to  be.  The  neighbourhood  is  therefore  in 
every  way  connected  with  the  origin  and  history  of  the  Osirian 
family,  and  the  early  kings  derived  from  or  established  by 
them  in  Egypt,  and  it  is  the  very  place  therefore  where  we 
should  expect  to  find  easterns  which  were  taken  into  Egypt  by 
the  kings  of  that  dynasty. 

The  history  we  have  of  the  cave  of  Machpelah  shews  the 
prevalence  of  this  kind  of  sepulchre  of  many  receptacles,  at  a 
period  earlier  than  these  tombs  can  be  referred  to,  and  in  the 
same  region.  In  that  one  tomb,  Abraham,  Sarah,  Isaac,  and 
Jacob  were  certainly  interred ;  and  it  is  probable  that  Ishmael 
and  Esau  would  also  have  been  deposited  in  that  sepulchre  of 
their  fathers.  The  vicinity  of  that  locality,  then,  to  the  abode  of 
Melchizedek,  who  is  very  certainly  held  to  be  the  same  person  as 
the  Sydyc  of  Sanchoniathon,  leaves  no  doubt  but  that  the  cave 
of  Machpelah  was  such  as  the  Syrian  tombs  were ;  and  that  its 
type  is  fully  represented  in  the  drawing  above  given  from 
Maundrell. 

And  now,  with  regard  to  the  application  of  the  Tables  of 
Manetho  to  this  suggestion,  it  will  be  manifest  that  those 
tables  answer  to  the  transcripts  from  inscriptions,  or  the  copies 
of  registers  of  such  sepulchres.  It  cannot  be  doubted  that  such 
depositaries  would  have  the  brief  memorials  of  their  occupants 
engraved  upon  the  rock  which  held  them.  Over  the  entrance 
of  the  tombs  would  be  found  the  names  or  titles  of  the  Houses 
or  families  deposited  within  them :  and  over  the  crypts  within 
would  be  written  the  names  of  the  individual  occupants.  Such 
is  precisely  what  is  found  in  Columbariae,  still  existing  in  the 
vicinity  of  Rome.  In  the  Syrian  tombs,  Maundrell  says  the 
chambers  were  about  the  height  of  a  man ;  and  the  disposition 
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of  the  ciypUy  roond  a  oommon  hall  of  8ii£&cient  size  to  admit  of 
the  coffin  and  its  bearers^  woold  certainly  have  fixed  the  limits 
of  the  sepulchre  and  its  capabilities^  as  to  the  number  of  its 
tenants.  It  is  dear  also  the  crypts  were  formed  as  they  were 
called  for  by  the  deaths  of  new  claimants :  for,  by  reference  to 
the  above  drawing,  we  may  see  the  commencement  of  a  new 
crypt ;  which,  for  some  cause,  was  left  unfinished.  That  vault 
was  never  filled  with  its  full  complement:  and  in  the  sixUi 
dynasty  of  these  tables  of  Manetho^  the  last  of  the  Memphian 
kings  of  the  prosperous  reigns,  we  shall  find  the  number  ex- 
actly correspond  with  that  of  the  unfinished  chamber  in  this 
drawing :  probably  £rom  the  same  cause,  that  the  succession  of 
the  family  was  stopped  at  that  point;  as  the  fietct  is  shewn  to 
have  been  in  the  case  of  the  Memphian  succession :  whereupon 
the  tomb  was  dosed.  What  is  very  confirmatory  of  this  hypo* 
thesis,  is  the  finding  in  the  earliest  tables  of  Manetho,  when  ihe 
descents  must  have  been  regular  and  continued  for  several  cen- 
turies, that  there  are  two  lists  of  the  same  houses  registered  in 
continuation.  This  happens  both  in  the  earliest  Tiunitic  and 
Memphian  dynasties :  for  a  reference  to  the  drawing  will  again 
shew,  that  two  chambers  were  the  oommon  extent  of  contiguous 
excavations :  and  then,  in  arranging  the  registers  for  their  per- 
manent compilation,  the  enumeration  of  them  would  follow 
that  condition  in  the  formation  of  the  tombs;  and  thus  the 
two  sequent  dynasties  of  the  early  Thinitic  kings  would  appear 
together  in  the  compilation;  and  the  two  sequent  dynasties 
of  the  early  Memplutic  kings  also  appear  together.  While, 
in  the  later  lists  of  the  elective  kings,  espedally  where  the 
succession  was  not  in  one  or  other  of  the  families,  but  taken 
from  two  or  more  houses  promiscuously,  as  the  elections  fell 
upon  the  individuals  of  them ;  and,  as  we  think,  the  Theban 
kings  were  selected  from  the  21st,  22nd,  and  23rd  Dynasties ; 
two  Tables  of  the  same  house  could  not  be,  and  they  are  not, 
found  together.  Those  three  Tables  are,  in  that  sense^  con- 
temporary registers  of  different  races  of  kings  of  the  same 
dynasty ;  and  when  one  family  tomb  was  filled  with  its  proper 
complement,  another  single  vault  must  have  been  opened,  as 
appears  evidently  to  be  the  nature  of  the  23rd  table,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  21st.  In  fact  it  is  hardly  too  much  to  say,  that  the 
character  of  these  Syrian  tombs  and  their  order  of  arrangement 
will  be  found  sufficient  to  explain  every  circumstance  in  the 
structure  of  these  dynasties. 

This  notion  of  their  mortuary  character,  however,  is  very 
materially  supported  by  the  account  related  to  have  been  given 
to  Diodorus  Siculus  by  the  Egyptian  priests,  as  to  the  tombs  of 
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the  old  Egyptian  kings.  " They  told  me"  says  that  historian^ 
^^that  there  were  forty-seven  tombs  of  their  lungs;  but  all  had 
been  lost  except  seventeen;  and  that  even  those  had  in  a  great 
measure  fallen  to  decay /^  But,  what  the  thirty  were,  and  what 
the  seventeen,  may,  we  think,  be  guessed,  when  we  look  at  the 
number  of  these  thirty  dynasties ;  if  we  may  take  them  as  the 
registers  of  so  many  royal  tombs ;  and  find  that  the  number 
of  the  alien  kings  which  close  the  whole  lists  amount  exactly 
to  seventeen,  and  so  answer  to  the  number  whose  tombs  the 
Egyptian  priesthood  admitted  to  be  existing. 

The  story  of  the  priests  was  no  doubt  framed  to  conceal  the 
ancient  tombs  from  the  knowledge  of  their  conquerors. 

The  number  thirty  was  a  sacred  cycle  with  the  Egyptians, 
and  it  was  probably  well  known  that  such  was  the  reputed 
number  of  their  dynasties  or  royal  registers.  The  seventeen 
alien  kings  who  succeeded  Yaphres,  the  last  of  the  Pharaohs, 
beginning  with  Amosis  who  dethroned  him,  were  therefore 
inserted  at  the  end  of  the  dynasties  in  four  tables ;  and  the 
tombs  of  those  kings  shewn,  while  the  ancient  sepulchres  were 
kept  out  of  sight.  For  the  falsehood  of  the  priests'  report,  as 
to  their  loss,  is  proved  by  the  discoveries  of  Belzoni  forty  years 
ago,  who  found  the  old  tombs  in  such  a  state  of  preservation 
as  to  be  almost  intact  by  the  hand  of  time. 

But,  if  the  numbers  of  the  old  cycle  of  thirty  dynasties  was 
necessary  to  be  ostensibly  maintained,  the  double  numbers  of 
registered  names,  which  are  found  in  a  few  of  the  lists,  may  be 
satisfactorily  accounted  for  by  that  necessity.  For  while  the 
old  dynasties  shew,  that  the  regular  complement  of  registered 
kings  in  those  lists  was  certainly  limited  to  eight  or  nine 
names,  we  find  the  18th  table  containing  sixteen  kings,  being 
just  double  the  usual  number;  shewing  the  probability  that 
two  dynasties  are  there  blended  into  one.  The  10th  and  11th 
Tables  evince  also  the  same  numerical  excess :  the  one  being 
called  a  dynasty  of  nineteen  kings,  the  other,  of  sixteen :  and  the 
13th  table  has  a  still  longer  list  ascribed  to  it.  The  constituting 
of  these  four  excessive  tables  out  of  eight  original  lists  would 
have  made  room  within  the  sacred  cycle  for  the  last  four  of  the 
present  tables,  which  contains  the  seventeen  strange  kings; 
whose  tombs  or  mausoleums  would  have  been  shewn  to  strangers 
by  the  Egyptian  priesthood.  And,  in  our  own  opinion,  that  is 
the  true  version  of  the  forty-seven  tombs,  and  the  lost  thirty  of 
the  ancient  kings. 

It  may  perhaps  be  objected,  that  the  small  receptacles, 
shewn  in  the  Syrian  prototype  of  these  tombs,  do  not  at  all  an- 
swer to  the  magnificence  of  the  old  Pharaoic  necropolis.     But  it 
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by  no  means  follows,  that  all  the  old  tombs  were  of  the  same  er- 
tensive  order  as  was  exhibited  in  the  one  found  by  Belzoni. 
No  doubt  the  sepulchres  of  the  first  kings  were  of  a  much  more 
simple  kind ;  and  if  of  increased  magnifioenccj  yet  the  old  for- 
mula of  their  structure  might  still  have  been  adhered  to  £c>r 
many  centuries.  The  particular  tomb  discovered  by  Belxoni, 
and  exhibited  in  London,  was  divided  into  several  chambers,  in 
which,  upon  their  walls,  all  the  events  of  the  king's  reign,  and 
the  fashions  of  his  age,  were  depicted  in  a  series  of  beautiful 
reliefs :  but  no  counterpart  of  that  tomb,  in  point  of  splendour 
or  extent,  has  yet  been  discovered.  That  tomb  was  the  tomb  of 
Pharaoh  Necho,  who  was  the  son  of  Psammeticus,  and  compa- 
ratively of  late  date:  and  its  particular  design  may  perhaps 
even  be  found  to  have  originated  under  a  dynasty  and  from 
principles  quite  foreign  to  any  that  could  ever  have  operated 
under  the  old  regime  of  the  former  kings.  Por  Diodoms 
relates,  that  while  Psammeticus  was  in  league  with  the  twelve 
chiefs,  who  usurped  the  government  after  the  death  of  Sethon, 
and  to  which  he  was  joined  as  one  of  the  confederates,  the  bro- 
therhood of  that  oligarchy  were  desirous  of  building  a  common 
tomb  for  themselves,  which  should  surpass  in  grandeur  every- 
thing that  had  ever  been  seen.  It  was  especially  to  contain 
memorials  of  all  the  confederate  chiefs  and  their  countries,  and 
priesthoods,  and  their  rites  of  religion  and  sacrifices ;  all  which 
was  to  be  sculptured  in  the  highest  perfection  of  Egyptian  art. 
And  this  was  to  be  done,  that  in  death  theto  chiefs  might  par- 
take of  a  common  veneration,  by  inhabiting  the  same  tomb,  as 
they  had  enjoyed  in  their  lives  by  ruling  together.  This 
"  enteinte  cordiale "  of  the  dead  was,  however,  frustrated  by 
Psammeticus,  who  put  his  confederates  to  death,  and  seated 
himself  in  the  legitimate  throne  of  his  ancestors.  Whether 
such  a  memorial,  of  so  extensive  a  kind,  had  ever  before  been 
executed  does  not  appear;  but  the  idea  was  precisely  carried  out 
in  the  tomb  of  Necho,  who  was  the  son  of  that  same  Psamme- 
ticus. It  by  no  means  follows,  therefore,  that  the  dynastic 
tombs  did  not  observe  their  primitive  formation,  at  least  as  low 
down  as  the  reign  of  that  king. 

The  hypothesis,  therefore,  that  these  '^  thirty  dynasties*'  are 
in  fact  mortuary  tables  of  the  kings,  it  cannot  be  denied  is 
supported  by  very  substantial  reasons.  The  limited  numbers  of 
the  kings  in  the  Tables,  and  the  intermixtures  of  the  tables  of 
different  houses,  have  presented  great  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
their  interpretation :  but  these  are  in  a  great  measure  removed 
by  this  view  of  their  origin  and  nature.  As  each  state  grew 
old,  the  number  of  its  tombs  would  have  increased ;  and  with 
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tbe  lapse  of  years  the  names  or  titles  of  the  royal  races  would 
have  become  changed^  so  that  the  old  lines  of  princes  of  one 
title  might  have  to  be  registered  in  another  century  by  some 
other  household  name :  as  the  house  of  Chandos  of  a  former 
age  may  be  found  changed  to  Buckingham  in  ours ;  or  that  of 
Taidstocke  into  Bedford.  The  names  of  "  NepherchereSy^  in  the 
second  Thinitic  table^  and  of  "  Nephelcheres,^'  in  the  twenty- 
first  Tanitic  table^  which  is  the  first  of  the  elective  kings^  shews 
this  probable  change  of  title  in  the  same  family  very  distinctly. 

We  come  now  to  the  Tables  themselves^  and  the  classification 
of  the  Dynasties  in  accordance  to  the  requisites  of  their  own 
composition^  and  the  judgment  we  have  formed  of  them ;  and 
in  doing  this,  we  beg  only  to  observe,  that  we  have  not  framed 
our  conclusions  firom  any  historical  theory.  We  have  simply 
worked,  as  an  attorney-general's  beagle — not  to  use  the  true 
vernacular  of  Westminster  Hall — might  be  supposed  to  do,  in 
the  labour  of  unfolding  a  complicated  skein  of  intermixed 
registers,  in  some  case  of  pedigree  or  title  by  remote  descent,  in 
the  courts  of  Westminster.  Any  historical  notices  that  may 
arise  in  the  doing  this  will,  therefore,  have  nothing  to  do  with 
'^  the  process ''  of  the  investigation ;  though  they  may  be 
thought,  and  are  used,  to  confirm  its  results;  and  for  that 
reason,  and  not  to  obtain  the  results,  they  are  referred  to.  The 
adjustment  of  the  whole  body  of  the  Dynasties  will  be  found  to 
proceed,  then,  out  of  what  appeared  to  ourselves,  and  we  think 
will  appear  to  every  one  who  will  investigate  the  tables  under 
the  view  we  have  presented  of  them,  a  necessary  combination  of 
the  early  tables  into  the  four  separate  fascictdi  of  concarrent 
kings  ruling  over  the  same  number  of  Egyptian  kingdoms, 
which  we  have  already  spoken  of,  the  four  divisions  being 
marked  out  by  very  distinct  epochs,  which  are  common  to  all, 
and  traceable  in  all,  by  the  same  indications. 

These  four  kingdoms  are  recognized  in  their  earliest  date, 
under  the  titles  attached  to  the  Tables  by  Manetho ;  and  they 
consist,  first :  of  "  This,^'  which  holds  the  first  place  in  the 
Usts,  and  probably  referred  to  that  city,  which  it  was  said  was 
built  by  the  first  Osiris  in  honour  of  his  mother,  and  seems  to 
have  borne  the  precursive  name  to  the  later  Thebes.  The  name 
itself,  it  can  hardly  be  doubted,  is  of  Cushite  or  Ethiopic 
origin,  and  the  same  etymologically  as  the  Assyrian  Thisbe; 
from  whose  stock,  by  its  later  settlers  in  Ethiopia  and  builders 
of  Axum,  the  "  Hera/^  or  Queen  of  the  African  Crouidse,  the 
mother  of  the  first  Osiris,  was  in  one  half  of  her  blood  cer- 
tainly derived.  The  town  of  **This^*  was  situated  on  the 
Libyan  shores  of  the  Nile,  a  few  miles  below  the  site  of  Thebes, 
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and  not  (Sur  from  the  Lesser  DiopoKs  in  the  same  diiedioii. 
This  latter  city  was  also  probably  the  first  of  its  own  name, 
and  called  after  the  Dios  Uranins^  who  was  the  father  of  the 
second  Osiris^  and  builder  of  ''  This"  From  this  race  of 
"  T%imte$/'  or  kin^  of  "  ThU,"  beginning  with  Menes,  the 
later  Sesostridae  derived  their  origin :  the  first  of  whose  line  was 
he  who  appears  as  eighth  king  of  the  second  dynasty^  where  he 
is  registered  in  his  \ocbI  table  by  the  name  of  Seaochris ;  bat  who 
is  the  same  king,  registered  ''first''  of  the  19th  table  of  the  later 
Paramount  or  Theban  dynasty,  by  the  name  of  Sethos. 

The  second  kingdom  was  **  Memphis/'  of  which  the  Tables 
will  be  found  to  proceed  with  great  r^ularity. 

The  third  kingdom  was  that  of  "  EKphantma  ;*'  which,  at 
a  later  date  is  changed  into  '' the  Heracleotic" 

The  fourth  is  the  Paramount  Throne,  the  later  Thebes;  but 
having  the  commencement  of  its  dynastic  tables  at  the  beginning 
of  the  18th  table,  with  the  Pre-Osirian  kings  of  the  conntry, 
who  are  there  registered  down  to  Memnon,  the  eighth  number. 
The  whole  of  this  early  table  is  entitled,  by  a  prolepsis  of  the 
later  name,  *^  Diospolitan ;"  for  the  name  of  "  Diospolis"  yf^ 
given  by  the  elder  Osiris  as  we  have  stated,  and  could  not  have 
existed  when  the  first  king  of  the  18th  table  ruled  in  Egypt. 
Memnon  and  Horus  might  have  ruled  at  Diospolis,  but  they 
would  have  been  its  first  kings ;  for  they  were  respectively  the 
associate  and  descendant  of  the  younger  Osiris ;  and  contem- 
porary kings  in  that  throne  with  Menes  in  the  Thinitic.  The 
epoch  of  Menes*  accession  we  assume  in  this  paper  to  be  in  the 
year  b.c.  1668 :  for  which  there  are  sufficient  reasons. 

Under  this  order,  the  tables  fall  into  the  following  fourfold 
classification:  1st, — 

The  Kingdom  op  "This."' 
latDynasfy:  qfTAinUet. 

Vein. 

Menes  and  seven  other  kings,  all  named,  who  reigned 253 

2nd  Dynasty :  of  Thinites. 
Boethiis  and  eight  other  kings  :   eight  of  these  are  named ;  the  1     ^9/ 
ninth  supposed  to  be  Ammenemes  of  the  11th  table j 

11^^  Dynasty,  supplement  to 

Ammenemes,  above  referred  to » 

Part  of  I2th  Dynasty:  DiaspoUtes. 

1.  Sesonchoris,  who  reigned  46  years'^ 

2.  Ammanemes,  38     „     >    138 

8.  Sesostris  (the  socer  of  Solomon)    48     „     )  — 

Total  years. ...     «82 
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The  date  of  the  accession  of  Menes  being  taken  b.c.  1668, 
as  we  have  above  stated ;  and  these  682  years  being  deducted 
from  that  epochs  it  will  bring  the  end  of  this  series  of  kings  to  the 
year  b.c.  986,  coinciding  with  the  thirtieth  year  of  the  reign  of 
Solomon.  As  the  last  king  of  this  series,  Sesostris,  reigned 
forty-eight  years,  he  would  have  acceded  to  his  throne  in  Egypt 
in  the  year  b.c  1034 ;  being  nineteen  years  before  the  accession 
of  Solomon,  who  married  his  slaughter  about  the  time  of  his 
O'wn  advent  to  the  throne  of  Israel. 

After  this  king,  the  registers  of  this  toparchy  fall  into  the 
series  of  short  reigns  we  have  above  spoken  of.  Four  of  these 
are  found  in  the  concluding  names  of  the  same  12th  table,  and 
the  remaind^  will  be  found  in  the  13th  table ;  viz. — 

Besidtte  qfl2>th  Dynasty, 

Years. 

Liachaies  and  three  other  kings,  who  reigned    28 

IZth  Thjnasty :  of  DiospoUtes, 
Sixty  kings,  not  named,  who  reigned 184 


Total  years 212 

These  212  years  being  deducted  from  the  year  of  the  death 
of  Sesostris  above  stated,  namely,  b.c.  986,  will  bring  the  end 
of  this  toparchy  and  its  provincisJ  kings  to  the  year  b.c.  774; 
which  was  about  the  period  of  the  conquest  of  Egypt  by 
Sabaco,  who  put  the  local  kings  to  death. 

The  second  kingdom  is  ^'  of  Memphis ;"  as  follows, — 

Srd Dynasty:  of  Memphites, 

Years. 

Necherophes  and  eight  other  kings,  all  named,  who  reigned 214 

^th  Dynasty :  of  Memphites, 
Soris  and  seven  other  kings,  all  named,  who  reigned 274 

6th  Dynasty :  of  Memphites, 
Othoes  and  five  other  kings,  all  named,  who  reigned    203 

Total  years 691 

These  long  reigns,  extending  over  691  years,  deducted  from 
the  epoch  of  Menes,  b.c  1668,  will  therefore  be  found  to  ter- 
minate in  the  year  b.c  977 ;  which  is  nine  years  later  than  is 
assigned  to  the  same  event  in  the  first  or  Thinitic  kingdom 
above  shewn ;  which  was  in  the  year  b.c  986. 
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From  this  point  the  Memphian  dynasties  fall  into  the  series 
of  short  reigns^  as  in  the  preceding  case :  the  first  of  whick, 
recording  a  race  of  seventy  kings,  who  reigned  seventy  days, 
marks  the  beginning  of  the  time  of  trouble  with  extreme  aoca- 
racy. 

The  edition  of  these  tables  by  Eosebins  gives  the  number  of 
these  kings  as  five,  and  their  reigns  seventy-five  days ;  but  the 
epoch  is  distinctly  marked^  and  the  catting  off  of  these  royal 
brothers,  for  snch  no  doubt  they  were;  while  it  recalls  the 
slaughter  of  the  seventy  sons  of  Ahab  by  the  new  raised  King 
Jehu,  or  of  that  earlier  family  of  the  sons  of  Gideon,  by  Abi- 
meleck  their  brother ;  indicates  the  circumstances  of  the  period 
to  be  such  as  we  have  ascribed  to  it,  a  beginning  of  a  new  sys- 
tem ;  and  in  this  case,  a  system  of  tyranny  and  great  oppression. 
It  accounts  also  for  our  finding  only  six  kings  in  the  last  of  the 
three  long  reigning  lists  of  Memphites,  instead  of  the  eight  or 
nine  which  occur  in  the  previous  tables,  as  well  as  in  the  con- 
temporary ones  of  the  Thinitic  kings ;  for  it  indicates  that  the 
race  was  cut  short,  before  the  -full  complement  of  the  existing 
tomb  was  completed. 

The  sacrifice  of  these  seventy  sons  may  perhaps  also  ac- 
count for  the  extension  of  the  long  reigns  of  this  kingdom, 
a  few  years  beyond  that  of  the  Thinitic :  for  it  bespeaks  the 
issue  of  an  opposition  to  the  new  tyranny,  which  terminated  in 
that  sacrifice. 

The  short-reigned  tables  of  this  kingdom  follow  in  due  suc- 
cession: viz., — 

1th  Dynasty :  of  Memphites, 

Seventy  kings,  not  named,  who  reigned    70  (%* 

Sth  Dynasty :  qf  Memphites, 

Years. 

Twenty-seven  kings,  not  named,  who  reigned 146 

11th  Dynasty:  called DiospoUtes. 

Sixteen  kings,  not  named,  who  reigned 43 

After  whom  Amenemes 16 

Total  years 205 

These  205  years,  deducted  from  the  year  b.c.  977,  when  the 
long  reigns  terminated,  will  bring  the  end  of  this  line  of  kings 
to  the  year  b.c  772 ;  which  is  within  two  years  of  the  same 
epoch  in  the  Thipitic  tables,  and  the  age  of  Sabaco. 

There  is  however  a  discrepancy  in  the  title  of  the  last  Table 
of  this  series,  which  is  called  Diospolitan ;  for  which  the  sub- 
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joined  name  of  Amenemes^  who  was  certainly  of  the  Thinitic 
race^  and  the  same  family  as  occurs  in  the  12th  or  succeeding 
table^  may  perhaps  be  sufficient  to  account^  for  the  complement 
of  the  Memphian  succession  is  exactly  completed  by  the  reign  of 
this  king^  for  which  no  other  place  is  found.  The  anomaly  of 
this  name  is  altogether  inexplicable^  but  we  have  taken  it  to  be 
the  king  whose  title  is  omitted  at  the  end  of  the  second  dynasty; 
who  appears  to  have  been  not  reckoned  with  his  race  in  their 
proper  kingdom  for  some  unexplained  cause.  It  is  clear  he  did 
not  belong  to  the  race  of  the  eleventh  dynasty^  though  being 
attached  to  it,  the  entry  of  the  title  may  have  been  affected  by 
its  appearance  there.  We  speak  conjecturally,  and  our  readers 
must  form  their  own  judgment  on  the  subject  on  a  due  consi- 
deration of  the  whole  tables  and  their  arrangement. 

The  third  kingdom  is  the  Elephantine  or  Heraclopoleitan ; 
to  which  we  have  assigned  the  three  remaining  Tables  of  the 
first  thirteen.  In  this  kingdom,  however,  the  long  reigns  appear 
of  less  extent  than  in  the  preceding  two ;  which  we  account  for 
by  supposing  that  the  throne  had  a  later  commencement  of  its 
separate  sovereignty  than  those.  The  name  of  Elephantina 
fixes  the  original  site  of  this  kingdom  on  the  borders  of  Nubia ; 
and  if  Horus  reigned  supreme  at  the  lesser  Diospolis,  as  we  say 
the  traditions  shew  he  did,  it  is  probable  that  this  border  dis- 
trict may  have  continued  under  his  own  rule  till  his  death ;  for 
it  is  precisely  that  period  that  is  deficient  in  the  extent  of  its 
long  reigned  kings.  The  names  of  Acherres  and  Bathos,  which 
follow  that  of  Horns  in  the  eighteenth  dynasty,  and  are  found 
also  among  the  kings  of  the  Elephantine  table,  shew  a  close 
aflinity  in  the  two  lines  of  kings,  and  that  both  were  of  the 
same  Osirian  stock.  Taking  this  supposition  to  be  such  as  the 
case  was,  the  beginning  of  this  kingdom  would  take  its  date 
from  the  death  of  Horus,  by  which  interval  it  would  be  of  more 
recent  origin  than  the  two  preceding  kingdoms.  Such  then  we 
take  it  to  have  been,  and  these  tables  will  date  from  the  year 
B.C.  1668,  minus  twenty-three  years,  or  b.c.  1645 ;  and  they 
are  as  follows ;  viz., — 

^th  Dynasty:  qf  JElephantines. 

Years. 

Userchoris  and  eight  other  kings,  all  named,  wlio  reigned    24  8 

9th  Dynasty :  of  Heracliots, 
Achthoes,  and  kings  not  enumerated 409 

Total  years 657 
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These  657  yean,  deducted  from  the  death  of  Horns  in  the 
▼ear  b.c.  1645,  will  make  the  period  of  the  long  reigns  of  this 
kingdom  terminate  in  the  year  B.C.  988 ;  which  is  two  years 
earUer  than  they  end  in  the  Thinitic  kingdom,  and  three  years 
later  than  will  be  found  the  case  with  those  of  the  Theban  or 
Paramount  Throne. 

From  this  date  the  same  succession  of  short  reigns  is  found 
to  occur  as  in  the  other  kingdoms ;  leading  this  line  also  down 
to  the  age  of  Sabaco,  though  again  rather  short  of  the  full 
complement;  vis., — 

lOM  Dyna$tif :  qf  HeradeoU. 
Nineteen  kings  not  named,  who  reigned  185  years 

Which  185  years,  being  deducted  from  the  year  b.c.  968  when 
the  long  reign  ceased,  will  bring  the  end  of  this  dynasty  to  the 
▼ear  b.c.  808 ;  a  period  rather  earlier  than  is  found  in  the  other 
kingdoms.  This  difference,  however,  may  also  have  proceeded 
from  the  locality  of  this  government  in  Nubia,  and  its  conse- 
quent vicinity  to  the  territory  of  the  conqueror.  TSor  Sabaoo 
would  have  made  his  path  through  this  kingdom  to  those  of  the 
Thebaid  and  Lower  Nile ;  and  it  is  somewhat  confirmatory  of 
that  supposition,  that  while  Herodotus  assigns  the  whole  dy- 
nasty of  Sabaco  to  one  king,  who  reigned  fifty  years,  the  tables 
of  Manetho  give  a  succession  of  three  kings  to  that  Ethioj^a 
visitation,  who  altogether  reigned  only  forty  years.  It  is  evi- 
dent the  conquest  affected  the  territory  of  Egypt  by  different 
inlets,  and  probably  u^der  Subarchous;  whoso  domination 
would  have  been  of  earlier  date  and  longer  duraticm  in  the 
Nubian  borders,  than  in  the  lower  and  more  remote  divisions  of 
the  kingdom.  The  arrangement  of  the  tables  evinces  upcm  the 
whole  an  extraordinary  uniformity,  and  discloses  such,  varia- 
tions in  their  character,  as  might  be  expected  at  the  two  epochs 
of  the  accession  of  a  tyranniciJ  race  of  kiogs,  and  the  conqueror 
of  thq  country  from  that  oppressive  dynasty.  S'or  we  shall  not 
forget,  that  such  a  period  of  tyranny  is  distinctly  noticed  by" 
Herodotus ;  nor  that  there  are  three  kings  historically  noticed, 
as  having  been  in  existence  at  the  coming  of  Sabaco ;  two  of 
whom  he  put  to  death;  and  another,  who  escaped  into  the 
marshes,  and  lived  concealed  during  the  reign  of  the  conqueror. 
The  association  of  the  Elephantine  and  Heracleotic  Tables, 
follows  as  a  necessary  consequence  the  arrangement  of  those  of 
the  two  preceding  kingdoms ;  and  we  may  say,  the  adjustment 
of  the  Thinitic  tables  became  necessary  from  the  previous  ad- 
justment of  the  Memphian.     It  is  plain  the  Heracleot  dynasty 
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could  belong  neither  to  the  Thinitic  kings  nor  the  Memphian  i 
while  a  removal  of  the  Elephantine  government  from  the  bor- 
ders of  Nubia  where  that  town  was  placed^  as  the  country 
became  more  settled,  to  a  town  of  Lower  Egypt,  as  Heracleo- 
polis  was,  is  so  extremely  probable,  that  it  may  sufficiently 
account  for  the  change  of  designation  of  that  line  of  kings. 

The  original  name  of  this  dynasty  and  its  locality,  lead  how- 
ever to  considerations  which  are  very  confirmatory  of  the  Ethio- 
pian introduction,  which  we  have  in  our  former  number  ascribed 
to  the  Osirian  family,  into  their  Egyptian  seats.  For  the  tradi- 
tions of  the  wars  both  of  Ammon  and  Dionysu«  are  there  shewn 
to  have  been  mixed  up  with  Indian  expeditions  and  alliances  by 
those  kings,  in  a  manner  to  leave  no  doubt  that  those  early 
conquerors  were  associated  with  the  Hindu-Cushite  families. 
The  Nubian  gate  must  then  have  been  the  avenue  by  which 
that  family  found  their  way  into  the  Thebaid ;  when,  according 
to  Herodotus,  the  Egyptian  throne  was  first  established ;  at  a 
time  when  the  lower  parts  of  Egypt  were  still  in  a  marshy  and 
unhealthy  state.* 

Now  the  temple  of  Dendyra  in  this  district  has  been  re- 
marked by  very  intelligent  travellers,  a3  we  have  also  before 
noticed,  to  bear  a  close  resemblance  to  that  of  the  Indian 
Mephanta ;  and  this  Egyptian  Elephantina  a  few  miles  below 
the  island  of  Philoe,  the  tomb  of  the  first  Osiris,  was  probably 
therefore  a  transcript  from  the  Indian  name.  It  is  possibly 
indeed  to  say,  it  might  have  been  the  other  way,  and  by 
descent  from  Egypt  to  India :  but  the  appearance  of  the 
'^  hooded  snake  '^  among  the  inscriptions  of  this  temple  of  the 
l^ile  indicates  an  Indian  association  and  descent ;  since  that  is 
not  an  African  reptile,  but  found  only  in  India.  It  may  be 
doubted,  also,  whether  the  elephant  from  which  the  name  is 
evidently  taken,  could  have  been  an  inhabitant  of  ;the  Ethiopian 
latitudes  or  at  all  to  the  northward  of  the  Kumric  mountains^ 
at  the  early  period  we  treat  of.  It  is  very  remarkable,  that 
none  of  the  old  African  traditions  notice  this  animal ;  and  Dio- 
dorus,  although  he  reckons  the  rhinoceros  among  the  blasts 
that  were  found  in  Ethiopia,  makes  no  mention  of  the  elephant ; 
and,  what  is  very  extraordinary,  it  is  not  observable  in  the 
figures  of  the  Prsenestine  pavement,  though  the  camelopard  and 
hippopotamus  are  represented  there.^  Diodorus  speaks,  indeed, 
of  elephant  hunters :  '^  elephantomacfue  :'^  \^\xi  he  does  so  only 
by  observing,  that  their  range  was  quite  beyond  the  utmost 
bounds  of  the  common  hunting  territories  of  the  Ethiopian 

*  Euterp.,  iv.  *  Diod.,  1.  3,  35. 
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CunilieSy  very  fiur  in  the  remotest  west^  and  in  the  thickest  and 
most  unfrequented  forests.'  This  name,  and  the  tradition  as 
to  the  temples  boilt  in  the  neighbourhood  by  the  younger 
Osiris  in  honour  of  his  father  and  mother,  and  of  the  old 
yeneration  of  the  island  of  Philoe  as  the  burisd-plaee  of  the  first 
Osiris,  is  therefore  very  confirmatory  of  the  whole  of  the  tradi- 
tions given  by  Diodorus  of  the  rise  of  the  Osirian  family,  and 
the  way  they  were  introduced  into  Egjrpt  from  Ethiopia. 

Before  we  proceed  with  the  Tables  of  the  fourth  soTcreignty, 
which  is  the  great  Diospolitan  or  Theban  dynasty;  and  which 
it  will  be  inconvenient  to  interrupt,  or  intercept  firom  the  cod- 
eluding  topics  of  our  paper;  we  will  draw  out  a  brief  analysis 
of  the  preceding  adjustment;  to  shew  in  how  distinct  a  manner 
the  long  and  the  short  reigns  of  the  two  contrasting  periods 
differ  firam  one  another,  and  how  distinctly  all  the  points  of 
separation  are  marked  between  the  two. 

Thus  then,  in  the  first  dynasty  or  Table  of  the  Thinitic 
kings,  we  find  there  are  eight  named  kings,  whose  reigns  ex- 
tended over  258  years.  That  gives  an  average  of  thirty-two 
years  to  a  reign.  The  second  table  of  the  same  dynasf^  has 
nine  kings,  who  reigned  through  297  years,  giving  an  average 
of  thirty-three  years  to  a  reign.  To  these  succeed  the  12th 
table,  of  which  the  first  three  kings  are  of  the  race  of  Sesostridae^ 
within  the  period  of  the  long  reigns,  and  these  average  forty- 
four  years  a-piece.  But  then  succeeds  the  period  of  the  short- 
reigned  monarchs  of  this  dynasty ;  and  we  find,  accordingly, 
the  last  four  kings  of  that  table  having  reigns  of  an  average  of 
seven  years  each;  while  the  13th  table,  which  concludes  the 
sum  of  this  line  of  local  kings,  gives  a  record  of  sixty  kings  in  a 
period  of  184  years ;  or  little  more  than  three  years  to  a  reign. 
There  is  no  mistaking  the  line  of  demarcation  of  this  race^  to 
^hich  both  Diodorus  and  Herodotus  assign  the  origin  and 
descent  of  the  two  Sesostridse  of  their  histories :  for  both  those 
authors  deduce  those  kings  from  the  line  of  Menes. 

Then  of  the  second  or  Memphian  kingdom:  Dynasty, 
No.  8,  again  contains  nine  named  kings,  who  reigned  240  years^ 
giving  an  average  of  twenty-seven  years  to  a  reign.  No.  4  has 
eight  kings  in  274  years,  or  an  average  of  thirty-four  years: 
and  No.  6,  six  kings  in  203  years,  or  thirty-four  years  also  as 
the  average  of  its  reigns  :  filling  up  the  same  period  as  the  long- 
reigned  and  named  kings  of  the  Thinitic  line.  And  then  conies 
the  table,  No.  7,  of  the  Memphites,  containing  the  seventy 
kings,  whose  destruction  shews  the  beginning  of  evils:  then^ 

'  L.  3.  26. 


1857.J  Egyptian  Dynasties.  329 

again^  No.  8,  in  which  twenty-seven  kings^  reigning  through  a 
period  of  146  years,  give  an  average  of  about  five  years  to  each 
of  their  reigns:  and,  lastly.  No.  11,  in  which  the  kings  are 
numbered  sixteen  to  a  period  of  forty-three  years ;  being  some- 
thing less  than  three  years  to  a  reign,  and  evidencing  the  same 
state  of  things  towards  the  close  of  this  dynasty,  as  is  found  in 
that  of  the  Thinitic.     The  two  series  actually  move  on  all-fours. 

The  elephantine  tables  shew  the  same  results.  The  table, 
No.  5,  contains  nine  named  kings  in  248  years,  and,  therefore, 
yields  an  average  of  twenty-eight  years  in  the  length  of  the 
reigns.  No.  9,  containing  nineteen  kings  in  409  years,  gives 
an  average  of  twenty-one  years ;  and  the  period  again  concurs 
with  the  close  of  the  long  reigns  of  the  other  two.  But  the 
next  table.  No.  9,  shews  nineteen  kings  to  have  reigned  over 
185  years,  of  which  the  average  reigns  will  be  nine  and  a-half 
years.  The  reigns  in  this  dynasty  do  not,  therefore,  appear 
quite  so  much  shortened  as  in  the  other  toparchies  :  but  if  this 
dynasty  continued  to  retain  its  strongholds  in  the  elephantine 
district,  as  we  have  before  surmised ;  the  same  security  which 
brought  a  few  years*  later  subjection  to  the  new  tyranny,  as  we 
have  seen  was  probably  the  case,  would  have  mitigated  the 
operation  of  it,  in  comparison  with  those  governments  which  lay 
more  exposed  to  its  fury. 

Passing  over  the  Shepherd  dynasties  as  wholly  anomalous, 
we  come  now  to  the  consideration  of  the  fourth  sovereignty,  or 
that  which  became  eventually  the  Theban  or  supreme  power  of 
[Egypt;  and  it  is  highly  remarkable  that  in  this  succession  also, 
under  this  arrangement  of  the  tables,  the  same  divisions  into  its 
long  and  short-reigning  kings,  and  at  the  same  epoch,  is  found 
to  occur  as  in  the  other  dynasties.  It  may  be  difficult  to 
account  for  this  time  of  universal  distress  through  all  the  go- 
vernments of  this  mysterious  land ;  but  to  those  who  think  the 
invasion  of  Jerusalem  by  Shishac,  and  the  spoliation  of  its 
temple,  such  an  impiety  as  might  evoke  a  divine  visitation,  the 
change  in  affairs  from  a  state  of  prosperity  and  glory  to  one  of 
oracular  suffering  and  disaffection — for  Herodotus  says,  the  150 
years*  tyranny  were  the  fulfilment  of  an  oracle — may  be  suf- 
ficiently accounted  for  in  that  treacherous  invasion.  Perhaps 
King  Shishac  thought  the  new  city  of  Tadmor  and  an  extended 
territory,  and  the  fleets  at  Elath  and  Ezion  Oeber,  denoted  an 
ambitious  spirit  in  his  father's  old  ally  and  well-esteemed  friend; 
which  his  predecessor  had  injudiciously  cherished,  and  he  would 
chastise  and  humble.  And,  therefore,  he  and  his  people  violated 
the  old  league  of  amity  under  which  both  kingdoms  had  flou- 
rished, and  brought  distress  and  anarchy  into  his  own,  as  well 

VOL.  V. — NO.  X.  Z 
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as  the  Jewish  territory.  It  will  not  fail  to  occur  to  the  reader, 
however,  that  the  historical  kings  of  this  period  mast  be  of  an 
order  and  kind  wholly  different  from  the  short-liyed  monarclis 
of  these  tables.  This  is  a  mystery,  bat  it  does  not,  we  think, 
affect  the  coarse  of  events  marked  out  by  these  registered 
kings. 

In  setting  forward  npon  this  branch  of  our  inquiiy,  for 
deducing  the  successions  of  the  Theban  thrcme,  it  must  be 
again  broaght  to  mind  that  the  monarchs  of  that  throne  who 
were  of  the  race  of  Sesostridse  were  certainly  derived  from 
Menes  and  the  Thinitic  line  of  kings :  while  it  seems  equally  cer- 
tain, that  the  first  race  of  paramount  sovereigns  must  have  been 
from  Horns,  the  immediate  descendant  of  the  Osirian  founders; 
whose  line  appears  in  the  18th  table,  and  continued  to  the  dose 
of  that  table,  where  it  ceased  from  some  cause  or  other.  Both 
Herodotus  and  Diodorus  shew  the  descent  of  the  Sesostrian 
kings  from  Menes;  and  it  was  the  descendants  of  that  family 
who  were  found  on  the  throne  of  Egypt  when  the  usurper, 
Amasis,  took  it  by  force  from  Apries,  its  last  legitimate  inhe- 
ritor. The  precedence  given  to  this  race  in  the  Egyptian 
annals,  proceeds,  therefore,  from  its  being  the  last  occupant  of 
the  supreme,  and  finally  of  the  sole  sovereignty  of  the  country. 
It  can  hardly  be  doubted,  that  originally  the  Thinitic  kingdom 
was  one  of  the  three  subordinate  toparchies,  and  that  the  Dios- 
politan  throne,  under  Horus,  was  the  supreme  one.  The  same 
traditions  which  declare  that  '^  Menes ''  was  the  first  man-king 
after  the  gods,  says  '^  Horus  '^  was  the  first  king  after  the  same 
super-royal  dynasty.  The  elevation  of  that  line  to  the  Theban 
throne,  as  paramount  kings,  would  therefore  have  caused  the 
double  registry  of  its  kings,  in  their  local  and  imperial  registers, 
as  we  have  said.  And  that  these  double  entries  are  evidently  not 
merely  of  the  same  house,  but  of  the  same  individuals  for  the 
first  four  successions  after  their  ascendancy  was  established,  is 
one  great  argument  that  the  paramount  throne  was  elective  for 
many  generations  after  the  fall  of  the  kings  of  the  eighteenth 
dynasty.  For  the  kings  of  the  12th  and  19th  tables  must  have 
held  their  two  sovereignties  by  two  distinct  titles  :  but  if  both 
were  absolutely  hereditary  there  would  have  been  no  ground  for 
such  a  distinction ;  and  a  case  for  duplicate  entries  could  not 
have  arisen.  Whereas,  if  they  had  gained  the  throne  by  an 
original  election,  and  in  the  succession  to  a  course  of  elective 
kings,  and  retained  it  as  a  hereditary  throne,  with  some  ele- 
ment of  an  elective  quality  still  subsisting  in  it,  as  was  the  case 
with  the  imperial  throne  of  Borne  under  its  Ceesars;  the  two 
thrones  would  stiU  have  retained  their  separate  archives  as  long 
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as  that  system  lasted.  After  that  formula  of  election  had  worn 
out^  the  Theban  kings  would  probably  have  appointed  members 
out  of  their  own  families  to  preside  over  the  patrimonial  to- 
parchy ;  and  that  appears  to  have  been  the  case  from  the  foot 
of  the  12th  table.  We  judge,  therefore,  that  from  the  eighteenth 
dynasty  the  supreme  throne  of  Egypt  was  held  by  kings  elected 
out  of  the  two  royal  houses  of  Tanites  and  Bubastites,  who 
occupy  the  21st,  22nd,  and  23rd  tables;  in  a  manner  similar  to 
what  is  related  of  the  Ethiopian  throne  by  Herodotus.  For 
there,  upon  every  demise  of  the  throne,  the  future  sovereign  was 
elected  by  the  priesthood,  out  of  any  one  of  the  different  families 
of  the  royal  lineage.  He  who  put  a  stop  to  this  course  of  suc- 
cession in  Egypt,  appears  by  the  tables  to  have  been  that 
Sesochris  who  is  the  eighth  king  of  the  2nd  Thinitic  table  :  and 
it  is  quite  in  keeping  with  this  deduction,  and  very  confirmatory 
of  it,  that  Syncellus  relates  of  this  king  that  he  was  of  great 
stature  and  heroic  character :  for  this  was  the  heroic  age,  and 
in  that  character  Sesochris  probably  effected  the  elevation  of 
his  house  to  that  throne;  and  stopped  the  elective  system  after 
it  had  prevailed  for  about  three  centuries. 

This  elective  period,  which  answers  to  that  of  the  Judges  in 
the  Holy  Land,  though  wholly  dark  in  the  pages  of  history,  did 
not,  we  think,  pass  away  in  Egypt  without  leaving  fruits  that 
were  very  influential  upon  the  fixture  destinies  of  the  world : 
for  it  was  assuredly  out  of  that  period  and  system  that  the  race 
of  Osirian  Belidse  sprung  up  into  existence  from  their  Egyptian 
root :  and  from  thence  also  proceeded  that  emanation  of  the 
heroic  character,  which  produced  the  Hercules  of  Alcmena,  and 
Tisited  Greece  with  the  offsets  of  Egyptian  sovereignty  and  reli- 
gion. These,  it  cannot  be  doubted,  would  have  been  fostered 
into  their  state  of  renown  by  an  electoral  disposition  in  the 
Theban  throne ;  and  by  the  high  and  constant  competition  and 
thirst  of  glory,  which  that  would  have  excited  among  the  princes 
of  the  electoral  families. 

The  commencing  epoch  of  this  series  of  kings  of  the  greater 
Diospolitan  or  Paramount  Throne,  will  therefore  date  fix)m  the 
year  of  the  Exodus;  or,  following  the  Arabian  writers,  who 
shew  an  intervening  period  of  anarchy,  from  a  few  years  after 
that  event.  Our  computation,  however,  will  follow  the  exact 
date,  viz.  :— 
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Tean. 

Smedes  and  six  other  kings,  all  named,  who  reigned  130 


^2ndDynMty:  qfBMbasHtes. 
ightc 
who  reigne 


Sesonchis  and  eight  other  kings,  three  of  whom  only  are  named,  1   ^^q 


Pari  qf  the  %Srd  Dynatfy :  qf  Taniies. 
Petubates,  Osorcho,  or  Hercoles,  and  Psammus,  three  kings,  whol     gg 
reigned j 

Part  qfthe  l9tA  Dynasty :  qf  Lioipolites. 

Sethos,  who  reigned  51^ 

Bhapsaces 61  (  ^92 

Ammenephthes  201 

Barneses 60  J 

Total  years BOO 

which  500  yean,  being  dedacted  from  the  year  of  the  Exodus 
B.C.  1491,  will  bring  the  end  of  these  long  reigns  down  to  the 
year  b.c.  991 ;  being  five  years  earlier  than  we  have  found  them 
reach  in  the  Thinitic  tables,  where  they  terminate  in  the  year 
B.C.  986. 

The  series  of  short-reigned  kings  occur  in  this  as  in  the 
other  kingdoms,  and  follow  the  above  in  due  succession,  with 
the  exception  of  him  who  answers  to  the  Mycerinus  of  Hero- 
dotus, and  offended  the  gods  by  attempting  to  cut  short  the 
period  of  calamity ;  and  who  is  clearly  the  fourth  king  of  the 
twenty-third  dynasty,  named  "  Zet "  in  the  Tables.  They  are  as 
follows,  viz. : — 

Remainder  qfthe  19  th  Dynasty. 

Yews. 

Ammenemnes,  who  reigned 51     ^g 

Thuoris,  the  Polybus  of  Homer   7  J 

20th  Dynasty :  of  DiospoUtes. 

Twdve  kings — not  named — who  reigned    : 185 

Residue  of  2Brd  Dynasty :  of  Tanites, 

Zet,  who  reigned 31 

24tk  Dynasty :  qfone  Saite. 

Bocchoris,  who  reigned    ^ 

Part  of  26th  Dynasty :  qf  Saites. 
StephinateS}  Necheptos,  and  Nechao  I.,  who  reigned .,., ^^ 

Total  years 205 
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which  305  years,  being  deducted  from  the  year  b.c.  991,  will 
bring  down  the  end  of  this  race  of  kings  to  the  year  b.c.  786; 
which  is  within  one  year  of  the  same  termination  as  is  found  in 
the  elephantine  kingdom.  So  that  the  descents  in  the  Theban 
throne  essentially  concur  with  the  other  three  dynasties,  both  in 
their  total  periods,  and  in  the  point  of  division  of  the  long  and 
short  reigns. 

In  order  to  test  this  arrangement  yet  further,  we  may  con- 
sider it  in  this  way :  the  Tables  which  come  after  the  eighteenth 
dynasty,  taken  altogether  without  regard  to  any  question  of 
arrangement,  counted  down  to  the  end  of  the  twenty-sixth 
dynasty,  must,  if  our  arrangement  is  true,  comprise  the  aggre- 
gate of  the  reigns  of  the  Paramount  or  Theban  kings  from  the 
time  of  the  Exodus,  down  to  the  time  of  the  Persian  conquest, 
B.C.  525.  That  interval,  from  b.c  1491,  will  comprehend  966 
years,  to  which  that  section  of  the  tables  ought  to  conform ; 
and  if  they  do  so  by  approximation  only,  it  may  be  concluded 
with  tolerable  certainty,  in  connexion  with  the  other  demons 
strations  to  the  same  effect,  that  the  epoch  is  the  true  one,  and 
the  arrangement  the  true  arrangement. 

Thus,  then,  these  tables  yield  in  the  total  numbers  of  their 
years, — 

Years. 

19th  Dynasty  of  Diospolites 209 

20th  „       of  Diospolites 135 

21st  „       of  Tanites 130 

22nd      „       of  Babastitis  120 

23rd  „       ofTanites  89 

24th  „       ofoneSaite    6 

25th  „       of  Ethiopians 40 

26th  „       ofSaites 150 

Total  years 879 


The  total  number  is  879  years,  which  is  deficient  from  the 
required  number,  966  years,  by  eighty-seven  years :  too  great  a 
difference^  we  confess,  to  be  taken  as  a  proximate  concurrence 
with  the  required  period. 

But  then  there  are  certain  omissions  which  can  be  traced 
historically  in  the  later  tables,  when  the  families  of  the  old 
dynasties  were  not  in  power ;  on  which  occasions,  if  the  tables 
were  mortuary  or  family  tables,  there  could  be  no  entries  of 
them;  a  point  very  deserving  of  notice,  as  an  argument  that 
they  were  of  that  nature.  Of  these  omitted  periods  we  will 
briefly  enumerate  such  as  are  appreciable.     Thus  the  reign  of 
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Ptoammeticosy  fourth  king  of  the  20th  table^  is  pretty  well 
authenticated  as  of  the  year  b.c.  670,  which  is  145  years  before 
the  conquest  of  Cambyces.  Bat  the  table  shews  only  129  years 
between  those  epochs;  making  a  deficiency  of  sixteen  years  in 
that  section  of  the  26th  table ;  and  this,  we  thinks  may  be  de- 
pended upon  as  a  genuine  error,  since  we  find  the  difference  .in 
the  accounts  which  Herodotus  gives  of  those  kings.  For  the 
table  gives  six  years  only  to  the  reign  of  Nechao  II.,  while 
Herodotus  assigns  sixteen  years  to  that  king;  and  to  Apries  the 
table  allows  only  nineteen  years,  to  whom  the  Greek  historian 
ascribes  the  longer  term  of  twenty-five  years.  So  that  these 
two  omitted  sums  make  the  exact  amount  of  the  deficiency  of 
the  table;  and  as  the  other  reigns  of  Herodotus  concur  with  those 
of  the  Table,  viss.,  fifty-four  years  to  the  reign  of  Psammeticus, 
six  to  that  of  Psammuthis,  and  forty-four  to  that  of  Amasis; 
there  can  be  no  question  as  to  the  correctness  of  this 
emendation.*" 

Again,  before  Psammeticus  took  the  sovereign  power^  it  had 
been  held  by  twelve  confederate  chiefs  for  fifteen  years ;  who 
took  the  government,  after  the  death  of  Sethos,  into  their  hands, 
and  so  it  continued  till  Psammeticus  got  rid  of  his  companions 
and  seated  himself  on  the  throne.  That  fifteen  years^  there- 
fore, is  also  omitted  in  the  registered  years  of  the  tables. 
Sethos  himself,  who  was  a  priest  of  Vulcan,  and  held  the 
government  twenty-five  years,  is  not  found  in  these  registers, 
and  the  period  of  his  power  is  also  omitted  there.  He  was  the 
king  who  reigned  in  the  same  year  that  Sennacherib  visited 
Jerusalem ;  for  the  miraculous  deliverance  of  the  Jews  is  as- 
cribed, in  another  guise,  to  this  ruler ;  and  that  was  in  the  year 
B.C.  710,  with  which  the  years  of  the  tables  so  computed  do 
concur.  For  the  forty  years  of  these  two  omitted  registers, 
added  to  the  date  of  the  accession  of  Psammeticus  b.c.  670, 
which  the  tables  give  by  counting  back  from  the  Persian  con- 

m  Herodotus,  Euterp.,  159-161.  In  looking'  for  these  numbers  in  Herodotus, 
we  chanced  to  note  some  particulars  of  the  last  unhappy  monarch  of  his  race,  Apries ; 
which  seem  to  give  great  confirmation  to  the  hypothesis  of  the  mortuary  character 
of  these  tables ;  though,  at  the  same  time,  they  negative  the  idea  of  the  tombs  being  all 
to  be  found  in  any  one  locality.  For  Herodotus  writes  thus,  **  That  when  Amasis 
had  taken  Apnea  captive  he  conveyed  him  to  the  dty  of  Sais,  to  his  own  palace  there, 
which  Amasis  had  converted  to  his  own  use.  There  the  captive  king  was  at  first 
well  treated  by  his  conqueror,  till  the  Egyptians  began  to  damour  for  his  death : 
whereupon  Amasis  delivered  him  up  to  the  people,  and  he  was  strangled.  After  his 
death,  he  was  buried,''  continues  the  historian,  "  in  his  own  g^khrCf  in  the  temple 
of  the  Saitic  Minerva,  for  the  Suites  buried  all  their  kings  who  were  sprung  Jrvm 
that  name  within  that  temple.''  The  Saitic  Tables  are,  therefore,  dearly  the  ras- 
ters of  the  Necropolis  of  **  all  the  family  "  of  that  name  who  were  elevated  to  the 
throne.     {Euterp.,  169.) 
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quest,  would,  of  themselves,  go  back  to  that  year,  b.c,  710. 
But  there  was  an  interval  of  anarchy  between  the  death  of 
Sethos  and  the  confederacy  of  the  twelve  chiefs,  which  Herodo- 
tus says  lasted  for  two  years';  which  forms  also  part  of  the 
omitted  registration,  and  will  carry  back  the  commencement  of 
the  reign  of  Sethos  to  b.c.  712,  or  two  years  before  the  last 
invasion  of  Sennacherib. 

Again,  Herodotus  relates  that  one  of  the  dethroned  kings, 
whom  Sabaco  had  driven  from  his  throne,  and  who  dwelt  in  the 
marshes  during  that  usurpation,  came  from  his  hiding  place  on 
the  return  of  Sabaco  into  Ethiopia,  and  took  the  government 
of  his  ancestors.  It  is  not  stated  how  long  this  feeble  power 
lasted,  but  this  king  was  blind  and  must  have  been  very  old, 
and  his  imbecility  was  probably  the  cause  of  the  priest  of  Vulcan 
taking  the  government  upon  himself.  This  period  we  cannot 
of  course  estimate,  unless  we  may  think  he  is  the  first  king  of 
the  26th  table  "  Stephinates/'  whose  reign  was  seven  years, 
liastly,  the  tables  assign  only  forty  years  to  the  Ethiopian 
dynasty  of  Sabaco,  while  Herodotus  says  he  reigned  fifty  years 
in  Egypt,  under  the  command  of  an  oracle.  There  is  an  omis- 
sion of  ten  years  therefore  in  the  Table,  in  the  length  of  that 
dynasty ;  taking  the  authority  of  history  as  our  guide. 

These  omissions,  without  any  allowance  for  the  reign  of  the 
blind  king,  will  be  found  on  casting  them  together  to  amount 
to  sixty-eight  years ;  which  accounts  for  the  deficiency  above 
referred  to  within  nineteen  years.  If  we  allow  anything  for  the 
blind  Anysis,  or  whether  we  do  or  not,  the  numbers  may  be 
taken  to  have  a  marvellous  accordance  to  the  chronological 
interval. 

Undoubtedly,  however,  there  is  a  good  deal  to  undo  in  these 
tables  from  the  very  nature  of  this  arrangement ;  and  we  will 
again,  as  briefly  as  may  be,  glance  at  the  various  anomalies  that 
appear  in  them,  and  give  their  explication  under  the  adjustment 
we  have  made.  First  among  them,  then,  we  find  Thuoris,  who 
is  the  sixth  king  of  the  19th  table,  described  as  the  "  Poly  bus  " 
of  Homer,  and  so  taken  to  be  contemporary  with  the  Trojan 
war,  .  And,  indeed,  it  is  by  counting  back  from  this  king,  as 
being  c^tainly  of  that  date,  that  chronologists  have  computed 
the  time  of  the  Exodus  and  of  the  expulsion  of  the  Phoenician 
shepherds  in  the  preceding  eighteenth  dynasty.  But  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Egyptian  Hercules  in  the  23rd  table,  four  dynasties 
later  than  this  19th  table,  completely  negatives  the  possibility 
of  the  kings  of  that  19th  table  having  lived  in  the  time  of  the 
Trojan  war,  under  the  existing  or  consecutive  arrangement  of 
the  tables ;  for  the  Egyptian  Hercules  certainly  lived  shortly 
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before  the  Trojan  war^  and  both  those  notices,  therefore,  canoot 
be  correct.  It  is  only  by  the  adjustment  we  have  made  of  these 
Tables  that  both  these  notices  can  be  made  capable  of  explana- 
tion, and  the  date  of  that  Hercnles  be  made  to  fall  in  its  right 
place ;  and  there  is  this  to  be  said  in  favour  of  onr  arrangement, 
that  these  two  notices  prove  that  the  commentator  who  inserted 
them  could  not  have  regarded  the  tables  as  at  all  classed  in 
order  of  time ;  since,  under  any  circumstances,  the  23rd  table 
must  have  been  counted  before  the  19th  in  the  course  of  suc- 
cession, unless  it  could  have  been  held  that  that  Egyptian 
Hercules  lived  430  years  after  the  Trojan  war ;  or  about  the 
middle  of  the  eighth  century  b.c,  and  in  an  age  that  was  per- 
fectly historical.  There  can  be  no  mistake  about  this  Hercules, 
and  that  he  was  the  same  who  was  the  friend  of  Philoctetes 
and  the  father  of  the  Greek  Heradidee,  for  the  Oreek  Hercules 
was  the  son  of  Amphitryon  and  Alcmena,  of  whom  Herodotus 
declares  that  the  parentage  was  purely  Egyptian.  The 
Egyptians,  he  says,  throughout  declared  that  there  was  no 
Hercules  of  Oreek  origin,  and  that  the  name  of  Amphitryon, 
the  son  of  Alcseus,  as  well  as  Alcmena,  were  both  Egyptian 
names ;  and  in  e£fect  they  claimed  the  hero,  who  was  the  true 
Theban  Hercules,  as  their  own." 

Taking  it  for  certain  then,  that  these  kings  of  the  23rd  table 
were  precursive  to  those  of  the  1 9th,  it  will  follow  necessarily 
that  those  of  the  21st  table,  which  bears  the  same  title  of 
'^  Taniies/'  must  be  so  also ;  for  both  these  tables  are  of  the 
Tanitic  family,  and  though  we  may  conclude  that  tables  of  dif- 
ferent families  may  be  registered  in  an  irregular  course  of  suc- 
cession, it  cannot  have  happened  that  the  21st  table  of  the 
Tanitic  family  should  follow  the  23rd  of  the  same  name ;  and 
as  we  find  the  name  of  ^'  Osorcho'*  in  the  21st  table,  which  is 
the  same  name  as  is  attributed  to  the  Hercules  of  the  23rd ;  it 
will  be  evident  that  these  tables  must  be  in  direct  descent,  and 
that  both  must  have  supplied  kings  to  the  Theban  throne  firom 
the  same  stock,  before  the  Sesostridse  of  the  19th  table  came 
into  power. 

Of  the  22nd  table  of  Bubastites,  whose  position  is  between 
the  above  two  tables  of  Tanitic  kings,  that  position  indicates  a 
contemporary  rota  of  succession  in  its  kings  with  those  of  the 
two  circumscribing  tables  of  the  Tanites.  The  arrangement  of 
these  electoral  tables  indicates,  probably,  that  the  succession  was 
confined  to  princes  chosen  out  of  those  two  houses  during  that 
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period.  They  were  both,  probably,  branches  of  the  Thinitic 
stock — ^the  Yorks  and  Lancasters  of  the  race  of  Menes. 

The  same  necessity,  then,  which  obliges  us  to  assign  a  posi- 
tion to  the  23rd  table  before  the  19th,  compels  us  also  to  place 
the  21st  before  and  the  22nd  concurrently  with  that  23rd ;  and 
it  shews  these  three  tables  as  the  necessary  sequents  to  the 
eighteenth  dynasty.  For  the  course  of  succession  beyond  the 
23rd  table  is  historically  known,  in  connexion  with  the  advent 
of  the  Ethiopian  dynasty  under  Sabaco :  so  as  to  admit  no  place 
for  the  Sesostrian  kings  of  the  19th  and  20th  tables,  except  at 
that  very  point  where  the  23rd  table  ends  and  the  historical 
series  begins.  From  this  we  must  except  the  fourth  king  of 
that  23rd  table,  *'Zet;"  who  could  not  have  followed  in  suc- 
cession to  the  reign  of  Osorcho  the  Hercules ;  but  whose  place 
coincides  in  position  and  period  with  the  '^  Mycerinus"  of  Hero- 
dotus, who  attempted  to  shorten  the  period  of  oracular  tyranny, 
when  viewed  in  connexion  with  the  succeeding  kings ;  for  that 
Mycerinus  is  shewn  by  Diodorus  as  the  predecessor  of  Bocchoris 
and  his  father  Guephactus,  or  the  "  Necheptoa^'  of  the  26th 
table.  The  place  of  the  19th  table  must,  therefore,  clearly  be 
assigned  between  the  ^^  Paammua ''  and  "  ZeV^  of  the  23rd  dy- 
nasty ;  unless  possibly  between  the  two  antecedent  kings,  '^  Osor- 
cho ^'  the  Hercules,  and  "  Psammusy 

The  position  of  the  19th  table,  therefore,  so  out  of  chronolo- 
gical order,  must  be  ascribed  to  a  sort  of  brevet  rank,  which  it 
gained  by  resuming  the  hereditary  title  to  the  throne ;  or  as 
the  next  by  way  of  hereditary  succession  to  the  lost  kings  of 
the  eighteenth  dynasty;  the  elective  kings  of  the  three  suc- 
ceeding Tables  being  looked  upon  as  interlopers,  or  supplemen- 
tary to  the  inheritable  succession.  We  do  not  wish  our  readers 
to  take  this  conjecture  for  granted ;  of  the  correctness  of  the 
arrangement  we  have  adopted,  we  think  the  tables  aflFord  in- 
trinsic evidence ;  and  the  different  orders  of  sovereigns  may  have 
produced  the  anomalies  of  this  arrangement. 

We  come  now  to  the  consideration  of  this  19th  table,  and 
the  race  of  Thinitic  kings  who  are  posted  into  the  Theban 
dynasty  from  the  local  registers  of  that  family,  as  we  have 
stated. 

Of  these  kings,  the  parallel  entries  will  be  recognized  in  the 
following  order : — 
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Parallels  qf  TkimUe  and  TAOan  JBnffi. 
Tkinitic  or  Local  Tables,  Thehan  or  Paramount  Tables, 

2nd  Dynasty:  of  Thinites,  \^th  Dynasty :  of  Diospolites. 

No.  Yean.        Mo.  Tears. 

8.  Sesocbris  reined 48       1.  Sethos,  who  reigned 51 

9.  Supposed     Ammenemes  1    -.^^ 

from  the  11th  table.../    ^^  I 
12th  Dynasty  qf  Diospolites :       | 

1.  Sesoncboris  reigned 46^^ 

2.  Ammanemes 381    3.  Ammenphetbes 20 

3.  Sesoatris 48]    4.  Barneses 60 


2.  Bhapsaces.. 61 


196  Total  years  192 

In  this  adjustment^  the  name  of  Ammenemes  is  taken  from 
the  11th  table^  where  it  appears  as  a  supplement  to  that  register^ 
and  inserted  in  the  vacant  place  at  the  close  of  the  second 
dynasty^  to  whose  race  of  kings  it  clearly  belongs.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  conjecture  why  this  king^  the  son  of  the  probable 
founder  of  the  Theban  throne  in  its  most  glorious  state^  should 
have  been  excluded  from  his  paternal  register;  but  the  same 
cause  which  excluded  him  from  that  Table  probably  was  the 
occasion  of  his  introduction  at  the  foot  of  the  eleventh  dynasty : 
where^  whatever  other  anomalies  are  manifested  in  that  ar- 
rangement^ it  stands  in  regular  antecedence  to  his  son  and  suc- 
cessor^ and  probable  supplanter^  who  is  the  first  king  of  the 
12th  table.  AJl  we  know  of  his  history  is  from  Manetho^  who 
says  that  he  was  slain  by  his  eunuchs. 

His  own  and  his  sons^  names  are  founds  therefore^  to  make 
up  together  the  same  number  of  years  in  the  local  registers  as 
is  assigned  to  one  sovereign  who  is  called  "Rhapsaces^^  in  the 
paramount  throne^  and  is  the  second  king  of  the  19th  table. 

It  is  very  observable  that  Sir  Isaac  Newton,  in  discussing 
the  order  of  these  successions,  regards  the  two  kings  Am- 
menemes and  Sesoncboris,  who  appear,  the  one  in  the  11th  and 
the  other  in  the  12th  tables,  as  the  same  kings  as  are  found  in 
the  second  and  third  numbers  of  the  12th  table,  by  the  names  of 
Ammenemes  and  Sesostris.*  We  do  not  enter  upon  the  argu- 
ment of  this  great  writer,  for  his  system  of  interpretation  differs 
so  much  from  that  which  is  here  treated  of,  as  prevents  any 
discussion  upon  it  in  connexion  with  this  paper.  It  is  clear, 
however,  that  that  great  mind  saw  reasons  for  concluding,  that 
in  that  period  of  the  tables  the  entries  were  in  some  cases  of  a 
duplicate  kind. 

0  2  Chron.  xii.  5. 
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In  Gonclusion^  we  must  beg  excuse  for  again  touching  upon 
the  date  ascribed  to  the  Egyptian  Hercules,  and  that  of  the 
Trojan  war;  and  the  argument  which  is  deduced  from  the  coin- 
cidence of  those  dates  with  the  Osorcho  of  the  23rd  table,  in 
support  of  our  arrangement  of  these  Tables.  For  the  period 
of  the  three  Dynasties,  which  lay  between  the  end  of  the 
eighteenth  Table,  and  the  name  of  Osorcho  in  that  23rd  Table, 
amounts  to  290  years;  viz.,  the  21st  table,  130  years;  the  22nd 
table,  120  years ;  and  the  first  name  of  the  23rd  table,  the  pre- 
decessor of  Osorcho  in  that  table,  40  years.  And  if  we  deduct 
that  term  of  years  from  the  date  of  the  Exodus,  b.c.  1491,  that 
will  bring  the  first  year  of  that  Hercules,  in  his  Egyptian  suc- 
cession, to  the  year  b.c.  1201 — being  just  twenty  years  before 
the  date  of  the  Trojan  war.  We  shidl  hardly  be  required,  from 
such  data,  to  bring  it  closer  to  the  event. 

Again,  the  succeeding  reigns  from  that  date,  b.c  1201,  down 
to  the  end  of  the  reign  of  Rameses  of  the  19th  table — ^whom 
the  parallel  tables  shew  to  be  the  same  king  as  Sesostris  of  the 
12th  table,  if  we  include  the  eight  years  assigned  to  the  reign 
of  Hercules  himself  on  his  Egyptian  throne — amount  altogether 
to  210  years,  as  the  tables  will  shew  by  correcting  the  reigns ; 
which  period,  being  deducted  from  the  b.c.  1201,  will  bring  the 
end  of  the  reign  of  Sesostris  to  the  year  b.c.  991,  differing 
from  the  date  of  that  event,  as  deduced  from  the  Thinitic  tables 
by  five  years ;  for  these  shew  the  end  of  the  long  reigns,  which 
terminated  with  that  Sesostris  in  the  year  b.c  986.  We  deem 
this  also  a  sufficient  concurrence  in  the  two  series  of  Tables  to 
justify  our  regarding  it  as  an  additional  proof  of  the  correctness 
of  this  arrangement. 

Finally,  the  "  Thuoris/'  who  is  thfe  last  king  of  the  19th 
Table,  is  said  to  be  the  "Polybus^^  of  Homer,  as  we  have 
already  noticed ;  and  therefore,  it  is  urged,  he  must  have  been 
a  contemporary  of  the  Trojan  war.  That  however  is  impos- 
sible, as  we  have  shewn,  if  the  date  of  the  Theban  Hercules  is 
assignable  to  the  successions  of  the  23rd  table ;  whether  we 
place  that  23rd  table  after  the  19th  table  or  before  it.  But  the 
period  of  this  '^  Thuoris^*  a  few  years  after  the  death  of  Sesos- 
tris, falls  in  with  the  age  of  Homer  himself,  whose  date,  ac- 
cording to  Paterculus,  was  b.c  970.  May  it  not  be,  that  the 
bard  took  the  name  of  a  king  of  his  own  time  to  celebrate  as 
the  hospitable  monarch  who  entertained  the  fugitive  Menelaus  ? 
The  palpable  ignorance  of  the  poet  about  Egyptian  and  Syrian 
matters  in  their  ancient  phase,  rather  induces  a  belief  that  such 
may  have  been  the  case.  The  "  Polybus'^  of  the  poet  was  a 
king  of  the  poet's  own  time.    We  must  leave  the  point  to  the 
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reader's  own  determinatioii :  only,  we  most  observe^  the  entries 
cannot  both  be  true  in  the  order  the  tables  stand ;  that  Polybus 
was  a  kin^  in  the  time  of  the  Trojan  war^  and  that  Osorcho  was 
the  Egyptian  Hercules.  And  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  choose 
between  the  old  arrangement  and  the  one  we  have  suggested. 

Bnt  oar  legitimate  space  is  more  than  exhausted^  and  we 
must  leave  this  brief  summary  of  our  hypothesis  and  the  outline 
of  its  proofr  to  the  candid  judgment  of  our  readers.  We  will 
only  obsenre^  in  conclusion^  that  to  the  197  years  of  the  race 
of  the  Sesostridse,  we  think^  may  be  ascribed  the  great  period 
of  Egyptian  glory  in  the  heroic  age ;  and  that  which  gave  its 
true  traditional  renown  to  the  Egyptian  name.  It  was  a  period 
and  dispensation  wholly  distinct  from  the  Osirian,  which  pre- 
ceded it  by  600  years.  The  Osirid»  were  as  the  root  of  a 
power  of  which  the  Sesostridse  were^  at  that  long  interval^  the 
flower  and  fruitage.  In  that  line  of  the  Sesostridae^  whose  ori- 
gin must  be  dated  from  about  the  time  that  Troy  was  destroyed^ 
arose  a  new  Dynasty^  probably  the  successor  to  that  power 
in  the  world ;  and  to  them  may  be  ascribed  the  greater  part  of 
the  works  and  wonders  of  Egyptian  art  and  science  of  the  best 
kind ;  not  the  barbaric  pyramids^  perhaps^  which  preceded  them, 
and  were  probably  the  production  of  the  elective  monarchy. 
The  end  of  this  age  of  glory  came  with  the  death  of  the  last 
great  king  of  that  line ;  the  Sesostris  who  was  the  friend  of 
King  David,  and  the  Pharaoh  who  gave  his  daughter  to  Solo- 
mon. Upon  that  event,  his  son  Shishac  succeeded  him,  who 
bound  his  people  in  their  decreed  servitude,  and  shewed  his 
hostility  to  all  the  good  of  his  predecessors  by  quarrelling  with 
his  old  allies.  Of  those,  the  Jewish  king  had  been  one,  whose 
adversary  Jeroboam  fled  to  the  King  of  Egypt,  where  he  was 
cherished  till  the  death  of  Solomon ;  and  then  the  man  of  a  new 
spirit  attacked  the  Holy  City  of  his  father^s  friend,  and  de- 
spoiled its  Temple.  The  200  years  which  followed  were  years 
of  oppression  and  misrule,  of  which  the  concluding  era  is 
marked  by  the  story  of  Mycerinus,  as  we  have  shewn;  and 
that  time  of  suffering,  as  the  sequiponderate  to  the  former  state 
of  prosperity,  was  decreed  to  receive  its  fulfilment  in  the  same 
tale  and  number  of  its  years.  TT  M  rs- 
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DYNASTIES  OF  SANCHONIATHON. 

TABLES  OF  FOUR  KINGDOMS,  FROM  b.c.  1668  to  b.c.  985. 


DiOSPOLIS. 

rt  of  18th  Dynasty. 

yrt. 
'he  14th  year  of  >   no 

Horua.... f  ^ 

Lcherres  S2 

Lathos    6 

ihebres 12 

LcherresII 12 

Linneses 5 

Lammesses 68 

Lmenoph  19 

rs.  of  Table...l77 


3.  1491.    Exodus. 

leetsd  kinga—Thd>ea. 
t  Dynasty — Tanites. 

Imedes  26  ^ 

i^sasenes   46 

!^ephelcheres  4 

kmenenophthis  ...    9 

Dsorchor   6 

?inache8    9 

Sosennes   30 

rs.  of  Tahle...iaO 

22nd  Dynasty — 
Bubastites. 

Sesonchis 21 

Dsoroth 16 

:   EEE}- 

ra^llotis 13 

:   EE}" 

»  '"J 

'T8.  of  Table...l20 

irt  of  23rd  Dynasty— 
Tanites. 

Petubates 40. 

OsorchoorHercales    8 
Psammns  10 

frs.  of  Table  ...68 

ixj.  1183.    Trojan  War. 


rtdUary  hing»^Tha>e8. 
19thDyiuurty— 
Diospolites. 
Sethos 61 


Khapsaeea.. 


61 


This. 

1st  Dynasty. 

yw. 

1  Menes 62 

2  Athothis  67 

3  Cencenes  31 

4  Yenaphres    23 

6  UsaphseduB  4 


B.0  1491— Exodus. 
6th  year  of  Usaphsedas. 


6  ...(Continued)  16 

6  Miebidus  26 

7  Semempsls   18 

8  Bienaches 26 

Trs.  of  Table...263 

2nd  Djmasty— 
Thinites. 

1  BoethuB 38 

2  Geeacheos  89 

3  Binothris 47 

4  Tlas   17 

6  Sethenes 41 

6  Ghffires  17 

7  Nephercheres 26 

Defective  ennme-1 
ration  of  the  years  >  9 
of  the  Table  J 


Memphis. 

8rd  Dynasty. 

yw. 

1  Necherophes    28 

2  Tosorthus 29 

8  Tyris 7 

4  Mesochris 17 

6  Soiphis 16 

6  Tosertasls 19 

7  Achis 43 

.  8  Siphuris 19 


BXi.  1491.    Exodus. 
20th  year  of  Siphuris. 


8  ...(Continued)  11 

9  Cerpheres 26 

Yrs.  of  Table...214 

4th  Dynasty— 
Memphites. 

1  Soris  29 

2  Suphis 63 

3  Snp^is  66 

4  Mencheres 63 

6  Rhatseses 26 

6  Bichares 22 

7  Sebercheres 3 


Ammenephthes  ...  90 

Ramesea 60 

robable  deficiency  )     » 
I  two  last  entries   > 

Frs.  of  Table...l96 


}.966. 
tris. 


Death  of  Sesoa- 


BXJ.1188.  Trojan  war. 
About  the  end  of  the 
reign  of  Nephercheres. 


8  Sesochris 48 

9  Amenemes,  from)   ^g^ 

nth  Dynasty  .  J"  ^** 

Yrs.  of  Table...297 

,  12th  Dynasty— 
Diospolites. 

1  Sesonchoris 46 

2  Ammanexnes 88 

8  Sesostris  48 


Yrs.  of  Table...l82 


B.0. 966.   Death  of  Sesos- 
tris. 


B.0. 1183.  Trojan  war. 
4th  year  of  Sebercheres. 


7  ...(Continued)  4 

8  Thamphthis 9' 

Yrs.  of  Table...274 

6th  Dynasty— 
Memphites. 

1  Athoes  

2  Phius  63 

8  Methusuphis 7 

4  Phiops 94 

6  Methusuphis 1 

6  Nitocris 12 

Yrs.  of  Table...a03 

B.C.  977.    Age  of  Shishac. 


Elbphavtis. 

6th  Dynasty. 
This  kingdom  takes  Its 
commencement  after  the 
death  of  Horns,  being  23 
years  after  the  epoch  of 
Menes. 

yn. 
After  Menes  ...  23 

1  Userchoris 28 

2  Sephres 13 

8  Nephercheres 90 

4  Sisiris 7 

6  Cheres   20 

l"  6  Rathuris  88' 

B.0. 1491.    Exodus. 
89th  year  of  Rathuris. 


6  ...(Continued)  6 

7  M§rcheres 9 

8  Tarcheres 44 

9  Obnus 83 

Yrs.  of  Table...248 
Yrs.  of  Horns...  23 

9th  Dynasty — 
Heracleots. 
1  Achthoes 


18  other  kings  not )  214 
named j 


B.0.1188.  Trojan  war 
in  the  216th  year  of 
this  Series. 


The  same  series  of} 
kings  continued .  \ 

Yrs.  of  Table...409"' 


196 


B.o.  968.    Age  of  Shichac. 


TABLES  OF  THE  FOUR  KINGDOMS,  ooimNxniD  wmou  b.c.  985  to  b.c.  775. 


TnBBSy  or 
The  OfMt  DIoipolU. 

BMldM  of  19Ui  DyoMty 
—DIoqpoUtea. 

jn. 
6  ^mmenemet.........    6 


6  Thaoiii,  the  Poly-  )  , 
hu  of  Homer...  f 


Dioq^oUtee. 

Beeldoe  of  Sftrd  DjoMty 

of  Tanltee. 
4  Zet 81 

Mth  PjnMty— Seltee. 
1  BoochorU 6 

96th  Dyiuwty— Seites. 

1  Stephinetee 7 

9  Nerepeas  6 

8  Neeheo  1 8 


BJD.  780.    Conquest  of 
Sehbeeo. 

9Sth  DTnMty  of 
Ethiopieiu. 

1  Bebhecon  8 

9  SoTechni  14 

8  Taicos  18 

Contlnnetion  of  98th 
DynMtf— Saltee. 

4  Psamxnitichiie M 

SNechaoII 6 

6  Psamxnnthis 8 

7  YaphriB 19 

8  AmoBis 44 

9  PaammaoheriteB ... 

ConqiieBt  of  Gambyoei 
BX.6S6. 


TBit,  or 
The  Leeeor  Dioipolie. 

BesUae  of  19th  DjiiMty 
—DioepoUtea. 

4  Leeheres  8 

6  Ammeree  ............  8 

6  Ammemea 8 

7  Seoiiophria,    hia)  ^ 

•Uter t 

18th  DyBaatjr— 

DioepoUtea. 

60  klnga  who  reigned  184 


KxKnoB. 


7th  Dynasty— 
Memphitea. 

yn. 
70  klnga  who  rsigned 
70deya. 

8th  Dynasty— 

Memphitea. 

97  kinga  who  reign- 1   j^ 

11th  Dynaaty,  eaUed 

Dioapolitan. 

16  kings  who  reigned .  43 

After  whom  Amme- )   «« 

mea  I  " 


ExxPHAims,  or 
Heracleotis. 

10th  Dynastj- 
Henudeota. 

19  kings  who  rogned  IS 


bjO.  776.    Conqnestof  b.c.774.    Conqaestof  b.c.  772.   Ccmqaestof 

Sabhaoo.  Sabbaoo.  Sabbaco. 

HERE   TEBJUNATE  THE   TABLES   OF  THESE  THREE    KINGDOMS. 

N3.^The  Dynasties  beyond  the  conquest  of  Cambyses  are 
oomprehended  in  four  tables,  as  under,  viz. : — 

27th  Dynasty :  of  Persian. 

Yean. 
Gambyoes  and  seven  other  kings  who  reigned 134 

28th  Dynasty:  of  one  Saite. 
AmyrteoSi  who  reigned 6 

29th  Dynasty :  of  Mendesians. 
Nepherites  and  three  other  kings  who  reigned SO 

80th  Dynasty :  of  Princes  of  Sebennytos. 
Nectenebes  and  two  other  kings  who  reigned  88 

Fifteen  kings.    Total  years 988 

Amosis  and  Psammacherites  in  the  26th  Dynasty  make  seventeen  kings 
from  Yaphres,  .whom  Amosis  deposed. 


N.B.  Any  epochal  year  will  be  found,  by  adding  all  the  antecedent  ** years  of  the  Tablet"  together, 
and  deducting  the  sum  from  the  year  b.c.  1668. 
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BBAKDIS  ON  THE  ASSTBIAN  INSCRIPn0irS  Aim  THE 
MODE  OF  IHTEBPBETING  THEK^ 

[The  following  essay  is  taken,  with  some  abridgment,  from  a 
recent  treatise  ^^  on  the  historical  gain  from  the  Deciphering  of 
the  Assyrian  Inscriptions/^  by  Dr.  Brandis  of  the  University  of 
Bonn,  of  whose  labours  in  this  department  honourable  mention 
is  made  in  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Boyal  Asiatic  Society  for 
1856.  It  has  been  translated,  not  only  as  frirnishing  an  inte- 
resting view  of  the  serious  difficulties  to  be  encountered  in  ascer- 
taining the  meaning  of  these  ancient  records,  and  the  means 
employed  to  overcome  them,  but  also  as  exhibiting  the  ground 
of  the  distrust  with  which  many  of  the  translations  of  Bawlinson 
and  Hincks  have  been  received  in  Germany.] 

Not  far  from  the  eastern  bank  of  the  Tigris,  opposite  to  Mosul, 
rise  two  mounds,  between  which  winds  a  s^nall  stream  called  the 
Khosser.  Upon  the  northern  mound,  which  is  about  fifty  feet  in 
height,  and  much  larger  and  higher  than  the  one  on  the  south, 
stands  the  village  of  Koyunjik ;  upon  the  southern  one,  called 
Nebbi  Yunus,  stands  a  mosque  [said  to  be]  erected  over  the  tomb 
of  the  prophet  Jonah,  and  surrounded  by  dwellings.  Both  of  these 
mounds  are  remains  of  artificially  constructed  terraces,  on  which 
palaces  and  temples  of  the  Assyrian  capital  once  stood.  This 
extended,  according  to  the  testimony  of  antiquity,  from  the 
Great  Zab,  northward  along  the  Tigris,  in  the  form  of  a  paral- 
lelogram, the  circumference  of  which,  as  given  by  Ctesias,  was 
480  stadia,  or  sixty  [geographical]  miles.  These  mounds  oppo- 
site to  Mosul,  therefore,  can  have  occupied  but  apart  of  the  area 
inclosed  by  the  city  wall ;  and  the  two  points  at  which  the  most 
important  remains  have  been  discovered,  viz.,  those  where  the 
villages  of  Khorsabad  and  Nimrud  stand,  were  inclosed  within 
the  ancient  city.  The  former  is  five  hours  north-east  from 
Mosul;  the  latter,  six  hours  below,  on  the  Tigris.  Here,  at 
Nimrud,  where  the  Zab  empties  into  the  Tigris,  rises  a  pyra- 
midal hill,  which  overlooks  a  terrace-formed  summit,  on  which 
lies  the  village  of  Nimrud.  It  was  this  which  arrested  the  atten- 
tion of  Xenophon,  when  he  passed,  with  the  Ten  Thousand,  by 
the  ruins  of  the  city,  without  dreaming  what  activity  had  existed 
here  scarcely  two  hundred  years  before. 

a  By  Professor  George  E.  Day,  Lane  Theological  Semioary.  From  the  Bibliotheca 
Sacra  for  April,  1857. 
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At  this  period  Layard,  it  is  well  known,  commeiLced  in  the 

Sur  1846  ma  successful  excayationsy  and  brought  out  of  the  rab- 
h  the  ruins  of  four  great  palaces  and  several  otha  edifices. 
Here,  too,  the  most  ancient  and  the  most  recent  of  the  Assyriao 
buildings  had  stood  side  by  side.  When  Nineveh  was  destroyed, 
the  oldest  of  these  palaces,  as  it  seems,  which  occupied  the  nortli- 
west  comer  of  the  terrace,  was  already  in  ruins,  and  the  materials 
of  which  it  was  constructed  had  been  fireely  drawn  from  in  the 
construction  of  the  south-west  palace.  Hence,  while  all  the 
others  give  evidence  of  destruction  by  fire,  the  former  alone  shews 
no  trace  of  any  such  catastrophe.  Botta,  who  as  early  as  the 
year  1843  had  discovered  the  first  Assyrian  palace  at  Khorsabad, 
was  stimulated  by  the  success  of  Layard  to  institute  explorations 
in  the  mound  of  Koyutyik,  but  with  no  considerable  results.  It 
was  reserved  for  Layard  to  exhume  both  these,  and,  at  Nebhi 
Yunus  several  additional  Assyrian  buildings.  In  December; 
1846,  the  first  Assyrian  sculptures  were  brought  in  the  "Cor- 
morant" to  Europe.  Since  then,  the  Louvre  and  the  British 
Museum  have  received  numerous  additional  treasures  from  the 
excavations  carried  on  in  Mesopotamia  by  English  and  French 
funds ;  but,  in  consequence  of  the  Turkish  war,  the  activity  of 
the  Assyrian  Fund  Society  has  been  recently  suspended.' 
Besides  Nineveh,  there  are  numerous  other  places  within  and 
•/gvithout  the  ancient  Assyrian  empire,  in  which  written  and  sculp- 
tured monuments  of  the  kings  have  been  found.  The  most  re- 
markable of  these  is  the  figure,  in  relief,  of  a  king  almost  entirely 
covered  with  an  inscription,  which  was  discovered  in  Larnaka, 
the  ancient  Citium,  in  the  island  of  Cyprus,  and  is  now  pre- 
served in  the  Berlin  Museum.  Such  commemorative  tablete  of 
Assyrian  conquests  have  frequently  been  found,  both  in  ancient 
and  in  modern  times.  One  was  seen  by  the  attendants  of  Alex- 
ander near  the  Cilician  city  Anchiale,  which,  as  the  Assyrians  | 
told  them,  was  placed  there  by  Sardanapalus.^  This  description 
agrees  exactly  with  the  ancient  figures  with  which  we  are  now 
acquainted.  I 

i  In  1855,  the  works  of  the  Assyrian  Excavation  Society  were  placed  noder  ^ 
direction  of  the  British  Musenm.  To  the  members  of  that  Society,  Mr.  Loftas,  ifoo 
was  employed  by  them,  and  sabseqaently  by  Col.  Rawlinson,  and  whose  Reiearchtt 
tn  Chaldea  and  Stuiana  have  been  recently  published,  affirms  that  the  British  ra^ 
is  indebted  for  the  discovery  and  exhumation  of  a  series  of  bas-reliefs  which,  (^ 
their  artistic  conception,  bold  relief,  and  delicacy  of  finish,  are  to  be  regarded  as  tbe 
ehefS'd^OBUvres  of  Assyrian  art.  They  were  obtained  from  the  northern  half  oi  tb0 
mound  of  Koyunjik,  which  forms  the  centre  of  the  ruins  of  Nineveh,  and  proves  to 
be  the  great  treasure-house  of  Assyrian  antiquities.  The  excavations,  at  this  point* 
were  made  in  1854 ;  and  the  collection  of  marbles  and  antiquities,  thus  gained,  ^ 
received  by  the  British  Museum  in  the  early  part  of  1856. — TV. 

c  Arrian.  Exped.  Alex.  II.  5. 
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A  similar  tablet  stiU  exists,  hewn  in  the  rocks,  at  Nahr-el- 
Kdb,  near  BeirAt,  together  with  a  row  of  Babylonian  and  Egyp- 
tian sculptures,  which  were  intended  to  immortalize  the  march 
of  Bameses  and  the  expeditions  of  Assyrian  and  Babylonian 
forces  upon  the  great  highway  through  Syria  and  along  the 
coast  of  the  Mediterranean,  which  connected  Mesopotamia  with 
^Bgypt.**  Further  west  than  Nahr-el-Kelb,  no  trace  of  Assyrian 
scidpture  has  yet  been  found.  On  the  east  and  north-east,  the 
evidences  of  their  power  extend  to  Armenia,  where  the  parts 
adjacent  to  Lake  Van  especially  abound  in  them. 

Notwithstanding,  however,  the  evidence  of  the  greatness  of 
Nineveh,  and  the  lively  representations  of  Assyrian  manners  and 
customs  furnished  by  these  dead  figures,  they  could  furnish  no- 
thing beyond  general  historical  results,  so  long  as  the  inscriptions, 
designed  to  explain  them,  were  not  deciphered.  For  this  we 
were  not  long  to  wait.  Fortunately,  before  the  Assyrian  records 
were  brought  to  light,  the  means  for  unravelling  them  had  been 
obtained  by  the  deciphering  of  the  old  Persian  inscriptions.  On 
inscriptions  of  Persepolis,  Hamadan,  Naksh-i-Rustan,  etc.,  the 
Arian,  or  Indo-European  text  is  accompanied  with  records  in 
two  other  languages.  These,  it  has  been  discovered,  are  translated 
in  Tartar  and  Babylonian.*  Just  as,  at  the  present  day,  the 
edicts  of  the  governors  of  Bagdad  are  published  in  Turkish, 
Arabic,  and  Persian ;  so,  twenty-three  centuries  since,  the  kings 
of  Persia  found  it  necessary  to  make  what  they  published  intel- 
ligible to  their  subjects,  by  dialects  of  the  same  three  families  of 
languages.  The  key  to  the  deciphering  of  the  Persian  cuneiform 
inscription,  obtained  by  Grotefend  in  the  names  of  Darius  and 
Xerxes,-^  was  so  diligently  used  by  such  men  as  Lassen,  Bumouf, 
Westergaard,  and  BawUnson,  that  now  few  words  or  phrases 
exist  in  respect  to  which  any  doubt  is  left.  Thus,  by  means  of 
the  great  number  of  names  which  the  inscriptions  of  the  Achse- 
menian  princes  contain,  we  are  able  to  determine  the  value  of 

d  These  tables  were  examined  by  Dr.  Robinson  in  his  recent  tour,  and  are 
described  in  his  Later  Bib.  Researches,  pp.  419— 23.-— TV. 

«  Comp.  the  excellent  treatises  of  Edwin  Norris :  Memoir  on  the  Seythie  Version 
of  the  Sehisiun  Inscription.  London,  1853 ;  and  Martin  Hang:  Ueber  Schrift  und 
Sprache  der  zweiten  KeUgattung:   Gottingen,  1855. 

/  Prof.  Grotefend,  with  great  acuteness,  conjectured  that  the  names  of  the  three 
Persian  monarchs,  which  are  specially  prominent  in  the  Greek  historians,  viz. : 
Hystaspes,  Xerxes,  and  Darius,  would  be  contained  on  one  of  these  Persian  inscrip- 
lions.  On  selecting  groups  of  characters,  and  comparing  them  with  each  other,  it 
was  found  that  the  same  character  which  stood  third  in  the  first  of  these  names,  stood 
last  in  the  one  of  Darius,  and  second  in  that  of  Xerxes  (ks=x).  This  gave  the 
letter  s ;  and  as  the  other  letters,  in  like  manner,  corresponded  with  each  other,  the 
conjecture  was  confirmed,  and  the  alphabetic  yalue  of  ten  or  twelve  cuneiform  cha- 
racters was  obtained. — TV. 

VOL.  V. — NO.  X.  A  A 
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the  signs  in  the  two  tnmslfttions  of  the  Arian  tett.  Allthetiuee 
versions  of  these  inscriptions  are  in  the  arrow-headed  or  wedge- 
character.  Fortunatelyj  the  identification  of  the  proper  names 
amid  the  confusion  of  the  arrow-headed  diaracters^  which  are  of 
the  greatest  variety  in  the  Tartar,  and  still  more  in  the  Babylo- 
nian inscriptionsy  was  greatly  fadlitated  hj  a  pecnliarity  whidi 
appears  with  minor  variations  in  both.  It  consists  in  a  perpeit- 
dicular  wedge  placed  before  every  proper  name,  while  the  names 
of  nations  and  oountries  are  distingoished  by  a  different  mark/ 
The  decipherers  of  the  Babylonian  and  Assyrian,  are  nnder  addi- 
tional obligations  to  the  scribes  of  Mesopotamia  for  never  having 
ended  a  line  with  the  firagment  of  a  word,  as  the  Persians  and 
Tartars  did.  Whenever  it  was  necessary,  they  completed  the 
line  by  extending  the  letter,  as  was  customary  with  the  Semitic 
alphabets  with  which  we  are  acquainted. 

In  the  same  year  in  which  sucb.  rich  treasures  of  Asejrim 
sculptures  and  inscriptions  were  received  at  Paris,  the  most  im- 
portant monument  of  the  old  Persian  lat^nage  was  made  known 
by  Bawhnson's  publication  of  the  inscription  of  Behietun.  Up 
to  that  time  had  been  derived,  firom  the  Persian  inscriptions^  only 
the  titles  and  genealogies  of  the  kings  and  satraps,  and  utter- 
ances of  rulers  general  in  their  nature,  and  historically  worthless; 
but  now  was  furnished  a  chronicle,  rich  in  facts  and  names,  of 
the  first  years  of  the  reign  of  Darius.  Erom  these,  which,  with 
the  exception  of  the  usurpation  of  the  Pseudo  Smerdis,  were  be- 
fore entirely  unknown,  it  appears  that  a  brief  notice  in  Hero- 
dotus of  an  insurrection  of  the  Medes  against  Darios,  which  had 
been  supposed  to  refer  to  a  rebellion  under  Darius  Nothus,  or 
even  to  be  interpolated,  relates  to  an  insurrection  headed  by  a 
native  Mede  named  Phraortes.  With  the  aid  of  this  long  in- 
scription there  was  ground  to  hope  for  success  in  the  attempt  to 
decipher  the  two  other  far  more  complicated  species  of  writings 
especially  when  the  discovery  of  the  countless  inscripticms  in 
Nineveh,  which  all  exhibit  the  same  characters  with  the  third 
kind  of  Achaemenian  records,  was  made.  If  the  value  of  these 
signs  could  be  ascertained  by  comparison  with  the  Persian  text^ 
there  was  room  for  the  hope  that  the  langtmge  also  might  be 
mastered,  and  the  history  of  the  Assyrian  people  be  recovered 
from  their  own  moniunents.  After  various  unsuccessful  efforts 
by  English,  French,  and  German  scholars,  the  genius  of  the  inde- 
fatigable Rawlinson,  who  had  attained  an  impression,  on  paper, 

g  In  the  Tartar^  the  use  of  the  mark  for  persons  is  extended  to  such  words  as 
father,  son,  family^  men,  people,  nation,  king,  leader,  satrap,  mag;ian,  subject,  rebel, 
elected ;  names  of  places,  local  designations  generally,  and  many  other  terms,  an 
indicated  by  a  horizontal  mark.     Haug,  p.  8. 
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of  the  whole  of  ihe  Behistun  inscription^  by  means  of  the  incre* 
dible  daring  of  the  Knrds  in  dimbing^  had  been  so  far  successfdl 
as  to  render  him  certain  of  the  Semitic  character  of  the  language ; 
and^  soon  after,  a  comparison  of  the  Assyrian  inscriptions  with 
the  Babylonian  of  the  age  of  Achaemenian  monarchs,  made  it 
evident  that  not  only  were  both  written  with  the  same  characters^ 
but  were  also  composed  on  the  whole  ill  the  same  language. 

After  the  publication^  in  the  year  1850^  of  specimens  of  his 
results  in  deciphering  inscriptions  at  Nineveh,  and  especially  a 
translation  on  the  black  obslisk,  he  laid  before  the  public  in 
1851  the  Babylonian  text  of  the  Behistun  inscription,  with  a 
translation  and  the  first  part  of  a  commentary^  followed  by  re- 
marks upon  the  single  characters.^  Although  this  is  but  a  frag- 
nient,  it  enables  us  to  form  a  judgment  of  the  numerous  diflBcul- 
ties  surmounted  by  Bawlinson's  courageous  investigations,  and 
of  the  extent  to  which  a  cautious  criticism  may  venture  to  follow 
him  in  his  slippery  path.  The  difl&culty  of  deciphering  the 
Babylonian- Assyrian  it  is  scarcely  possible  to  exaggerate.  Of 
all  the  Asiatic  nations  which  employed  the  arrow-headed  cha- 
racter, the  Persians  were  the  last  to  rise  to  power,  also  the  last 
to  adopt  this  mode  of  writing.  This  alphabet  thus  obtained^ 
which  was  simple,  and  consisted  of  about  forty  different  charac- 
ters, they  adapted  to  their  national  language,  as  the  Greeks 
adapted  the  Semitic  letters  to  their  own  Indo-Germanic  tongue. 
The  Tartar  nations,  on  the  other  hand,  who  used  the  second 
mode  of  writing  on  the  Achaemenian  monuments,  had  an  alphas 
bet  of  about  a  hundred  characters.  The  cuneiform  writing  of 
the  Babylonians  was  the  earliest,  as  that  of  the  Persian  was  the 
latest.  In  the  remains  of  the  Babylonian  text  of  the  Behistun 
inscription,  which  has  unfortunately  suffered  firom  time  and  the 
weather,  we  have  about  160  different  characters.  Bawlinson 
gives  a  list  of  246  arrow-headed  forms,  which  he  has  found,  partly 
in  Assyrian  and  partly  in  Babylonian  records.  It  is  certain, 
however,  that  this  number  might  be  easily  increased  by  a  com- 
parison of  all  the  Ninevite  inscriptions.  This  variety  becomes 
still  greater  in  consequence  of  the  multitude  of  variations,  in  which 
these  characters  appear  in  the  different  inscriptions.  If  after  ages 
might  commiserate  the  Babylonians  and  Assyrians  for  b^ng 
obliged  to  use  this  multitude  (as  it  would  seem)  of  arbitrary  forms, 
this  pity  must  give  place  to  speechless  astonishment  at  the 
declaration  of  such  men  as  Bawlinson  and  Hincks,*  that  the 


k  Memoirs  on  the  Babylonian  and  Assyrian  Inscriptions,  in  the  Joumai  of  the 
Moyai  Atiatie  Society,  vol.  xir, 

*  His  essays  on  the  Khorsabad  inscriptions ;  on  the  Assyro- Babylonian  Phonetic 
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fldiolan  of  Meaopotamia  may  hare  naed^ — perhaps  a  fonrtlL  part 
of  those  figures — for  several  sounds  entirdy  different  from  each 
other.  Since^  in  the  known  written  languages,  the  effort  dearly 
appears  to  become  intelligible  and  to  avoid  nusunderstanding,  as 
mnj  be  everywhere  seen  even  in  the  Egyptian  hieroglyphics^  it  is 
difficult  for  us  to  conceive  of  a  system  so  entirely  different ;  and  we 
almost  dread  to  think  of  the  consequences  involved  in  the  liberty 
of  reading  a  sign,  for  instance,  which  frequently  occurs  in  the 
inscriptions,  either  ta  or  kur  or  mat  or  shot  or  lat  or  nat  or  him 
or  ekshu.  If  such  variations  can  be  demonstrated,  our  efforts  to 
decipher  them  must  certainly  be  in  vain ;  and  we  shall  be  obliged 
not  merely  to  wonder  at  the  boldness  of  the  Assyrians  in  daniig 
to  tolerate  them,  but  much  more  at  their  ability  to  read  their 
own  writing. 

Bawlinson  was  first  led  to  these  views  by  observing  that^  in 
the  inscription  of  Behistun,  the  names  of  Nebuchadnezzar  and 
Nabonedus  are  written  An.  pa.  sa,  du.  ach.  and  An.  pa.  ia.,  while 
in  others,  the  name  Nabopolasser  is  sometimes  written  An,  pa. 
ha.  ach.  Next,  so  long  as  the  ordinary  phonetic  value  of  the 
signs  was  adhered  to,  a  series  of  words  resisted  all  attempts  to 
bring  them  into  connexion  with  any  known  language.  And 
finally,  the  great  variety  of  variations  in  the  names  of  the  Assy- 
rian kings,  and  in  several  other  proper  names,  appeared  to  con- 
firm his  hypothesis.  Once  in  possession  of  such  a  principle,  it 
was  natural  that  the  work  of  deciphering  should  rapidly  go  for- 
ward ;  no  difficulty  was  so  great  as  not  to  be,  in  this  manner; 
happily  solved.  A  striking  instance  is  furnished  us  in  the  treat- 
ment of  the  name  of  a  king  who  styles  himself  Buler  of  Assyria 
and  Son  of  Sennacherib,  and  consequently  can  be  no  other  than 
Assarhaddon.  The  first  sign  agrees  with  this,  being  the  sign  at 
Behistun  to  express  the  land  of  Assyria,  and  in  the  Ninevite  in- 
scriptions both  this  and  the  god  Assar.  But  the  last  of  the  three 
characters  which  compose  the  name,  is  the  same  with  the  first. 
From  this  difficulty  Hincks  easily  escapes :  the  initial  character 
is  to  be  read  Assar,  but  in  the  end  of  the  name  perhaps  dm ! 
credat  Judaeus  ApeUa.  Happily  we  are  able  to  shew  that  no  such 
violence  was  necessary;  for  the  full  name  of  the  Assyrian 
monarch  was  Assar  don  Assar,  i.  e,  Assar,  lord  of  Assyria,*  and 
the  abbreviated  form  was  in  use  only  among  the  people.'    Be 

Characters ;  and  on  the  Personal  Pronouns  of  the  Assyrian  and  other  languages,  are 
contained  in  the  TVansactions  of  the  Royal  Irish  Jcademy,  toIs.  zjuL  and  zxiii. 

^  Ezer  or  ezar,  at  the  end  of  Babylonian  and  Assyrian  names,  as  Tiglath-Pilesar, 
Shalmanezer,  Nabopolassar,  Nebuchadnezzar,  Nabonassar,  is  simply  the  land  0/ 
Assar,  as  the  Assyrian  orthography  of  this  name  shews. 

I  By  a  similar  abbreviation  is  the  circumstance  to  be  explained,  that  one  of  the 
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this  as  it  may^  the  thing  is  so  utterly  incredible^  as  to  render  any 
other  mode  of  solving  such  difficulties  preferable  to  this.  Neither 
hieroglyphics  nor  alphabetic  writing  furnishes  the  least  analogy 
to  such  lawlessness.  Nor  is  the  manner  in  which  Rawlinson 
seeks  to  explain  the  origin  of  the  alleged  polythong  at  all  satis- 
factory. We  may  admits  without  scruple^  that  the  arrow-headed 
writing  was  originally  derived  irom  the  hieroglyphic,  although 
the  phonetic  part  of  the  letter  must  have  been,  at  the  time,  con- 
siderably developed,  because  in  no  other  way  can  the  use  of 
generic  signs,  before  the  names  of  persons,  countries,  rivers,  and 
the  like,  be  accoimted  for :  but  that  in  Mesopotamia,  the  figure 
of  an  object  was  employed  for  all  its  various  names,  is  opposed 
to  all  probability.  Even  among  the  Egyptians,  each  figure 
always  retained  its  distinct  phonetic  value;  and  where,  as  a 
generic  sign,  it  appears  to  have  lost  this  property,  it  was  not 
pronounced.  Accordingly,  we  believe,  and  think  we  have  proved 
in  the  second  part  of  this  essay,  that,  in  a  large  number  of 
arrow-groups  a  definite  conventional  law  of  formation  may  be 
traced.  If  this  discovery  is  verified,  it  runs  directly  counter,  it 
is  plain,  to  that  theory. 

Finally,  our  distrust  of  this  lawlessness  is  still  more  increased 
by  the  fact  that  so  many  important  parts  of  the  Ninevite  inscrip- 
tions can  be  deciphered  without  assigning  to  the  individual  cunei- 
form characters  more  than  one  sound,  which  each  has  been 
proved  to  represent.  It  will  never  be  possible,  however,  to  es- 
cape from  the  confusion  of  contradictory  statements,  except  by 
a  rigid  separation  of  the  orthography  of  Assyrian  and  Babylonian 
proper  names  from  the  orthography  of  all  other  names  and  words. 
For,  in  the  former,  it  is  not  only  the  wider  use  of  ideographic 
and  determinative  signs  which  makes  the  determination  of  the 
arrow-groups  specially  difficult,  but  still  more  a  singular  mode  of 
abbreviation,  which,  on  account  of  being  able  to  express  the 
longest  names  by  a  few  strokes,  is  of  very  frequent  occurrence. 
This  is  governed  by  entirely  different  laws  from  those  which  are 
observed  in  writing  other  words,  and  reminds  one  of  a  rebus  or 
riddle,  more  than  of  any  thing  else.  In  the  name  of  nearly 
every  king  of  Assyria  or  Babylon,  an  example  is  furnished  of  the 
various  ways,  longer  or  shorter,  in  which  it  was  written.  The 
name  of  Nebuchadnezzar  is  written  Nebikudurruzur,  Anakkudi- 
ruzur,  Anakkudirach,  Anpasaduach ;  that  of  his  father,  Nabi- 
paluzur,  Anakhaach;  that  of  Sargon,  Sargana,  Sardu,  Mindu. 
In  all  these  examples  the  steps  can  be  traced  from  the  longer 

murderers  of  Sennacherib  is  called,  in  2  Kings  xiz.  37,  Sharezer,  and  in  Abydenus 
(Arm.  Ens.  ed.  Anchor  I.  p.  53),  Nergillas,  although  the  full  name  was  probably 
Kergal-Sarezar.     qf.  HUzig.  Begr,  d.  KrUik,  p.  195  ff. 
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to  theabbieTiated  form,  though  not,  of  course^  with  entire  clear- 
ness except  by  inspection  of  tibe  signs  themselves.  These  abbre- 
viations most  have  been  occasioned  by  the  role  already  men- 
tioned, according  to  which  the  end  of  a  line  mnst  coincide  with 
the  end  of  a  word.  Hence  we  find  tiie  most  extensive  employ- 
ment of  these  contractions  on  the  brick  temples.  It  mnst  oer- 
tainly  be  admitted  that  sometimes  one  arrow  gronp  is  substituted 
for  another,  which  expresses  the  same  idea,  but  does  not  repre- 
sent the  same  sound ;  and  this  it  is  which  bas  induced  BawliuBon 
to  advance  his  theoi^  and  to  suppose  it  to  be  everywhere  verified. 
But  such  substitutions  would  never  of  course  occur  either  in 
the  orthography  of  foreign  names,  or  of  any  other  word  when 
the  scribe  was  anxious  to  make  his  work  intelligible  to  himsdf 
and  others. 

Accordingly,  in  the  Semitic  records,  the  alphabetical  appa- 
ratus, in  particular  that  which  has  been  obtained  from  the  Be- 
histun  inscription,  can  be  applied  to  the  single  characters  of 
Assyrian  and  Babvlonian  proper  names  only  when  these  names 
are  expressed  in  JuU,  and  even  then  not  to  fdl,  since  into  nearly 
every  name  generic  and  ideographic  signs  are  interwoven.  Thiis 
is  especially  the  case  with  the  names  of  nearly  all  the  Assyrian 
and  Babylonian  kings.  These  are  consequently  the  most  diffi- 
cult to  decipher,  not  only  for  this  reason,  but  also  because  into 
the  orthography  of  the  name  of  a  deity  the  signs  of  his  attri- 
butes and  surnames  often  enter,  although  they  have  no  con- 
nexion with  the  pronunciation  of  the  kings^  names."* 

From  not  observing  this  distinction,  and  improperly  applying 
the  laws  which  belong  only  to  the  contracted  forms  of  these 
proper  names  to  all  words  and  names,  the  theory  of  various 
sounds  for  the  same  sign  arose.  That  this  is  in  fact  restriction 
to  the  limits  just  described — ^if  we  may  speak  in  query  of  a 
polythong  of  arrow-headed  groups — is  proved  by  the  simple  solu- 
tion of  many  difficulties,  which  it  has  been  believed  could  only 
be  solved  by  the  erroneous  hypothesis  already  referred  to. 

It  is  not  surprising,  after  all  this,  that  the  labours  of  the  Eng- 
lish scholars  in  this  department  have  not  been  favourably  regarddi 
in  Germany,  and  the  greatest  distrust  of  their  translations  of  the 
Ninevite  inscriptions  has  been  expressed."  A  more  careful  exa- 
mination, however,  of  the  processes  and  results  of  Rawlinson  and 
Hincks,  shews,  that  if  England  has  believed  too  much,  we  in 

»  Thus,  the  sign  for  the  god  Nebo,  in  the  names  of  Nebnchadnenar  and  Nebo- 
polaasar^  is  followed  by  one  which  does  not  represent  the  pronunciation  of  the  name 
of  the  god  or  the  king.  So  to  the  god  San,  in  the  name  of  Sanherib  (Senacherib),  is 
affixed  his  surname  don  or  adon, 

n  Comp.  Ewald,  in  the  G8it,  g«L  Angeiffen,  1851.    S.  50  ff. 
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Oermany  have  believed  too  little;  and  that^  while  firmly  con- 
vinoed  of  the  impossibility  of  the  wide  ambiguity  of  signs  which 
ihey  maintain,  we  have  reason  to  rejoice  that  their  researches 
have  already  yielded  much  fruit. 

From  the  more  than  eighty  proper  names  found  in  the  Achae- 
menian  inscriptions,  and  which,  as  we  have  seen,  could  be  easily 
distinguished,  the  means  of  fixing  and  certainly  determining  the 
pbonetio  value  of  nearly  one  hundred  arrow-head  signs  was  fur- 
nished. With  this  material  it  was,  of  course,  possible  to  deter- 
mine the  sounds  of  those  groups  of  arrow-heads  which  were  com- 
posed of  these  signs.  In  this  manner,  the  Semitic  character  of 
the  Babylonian  and  Assyrian  inscriptions  was  discovered,  and, 
though  only  a  part  of  the  words  could  be  connected  with  known 
root8>  yet  a  comparison  of  the  same  word  in  various  inflections, 
gave  about  ten  additional  determinable  signs,  which  the  proper 
names  did  not  contain. 

Beyond  this  point,  two  difficulties  prevented  any  rapid  pro- 
gress. In  the  first  place,  these  one  hundred  and  twenty  signs 
irere  by  no  means  sufficiently  numerous  to  afford  the  means  of 
deciphering  the  entire  text  of  the  Achaemenian  inscriptions,  and 
still  less  of  the  Ninevite  ones.  On  the  other  hand,  however, 
variants  of  the  same  text,  e.  g.  standard  inscriptions,  which,  like 
the  figures  in  our  carpets,  are  again  and  again  repeated,  in  all  the 
halls  of  a  Ninevite  palace,  have  given  us  tike  value  of  many  signs 
before  unknown.  But  great  caution  is  here  necessary,  and  dso 
in  availing  ourselves  of  the  aid  offered  by  the  characters  in  the 
Tartar  translation  of  the  Persian  original.  That  these  are  bor- 
rowed from  the  Assyro-Babylonian  alphabet  is  not  to  be 
doubted ;  and  here  and  there  their  phonetic  value  is  determined 
more  certainly  from  the  Tartar  than  from  the  Babylonian  text ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  pronunciation  appears  often  to  have 
been  different. 

The  second  difficulty,  whidi  cannot  in  all  cases  be  at  once 
overcome,  is  that  of  discovering  the  Semitic  roots  in  the  arrow- 
head form,  the  phonetic  value  of  which  has  been  decided.  First 
of  all  we  naturally  resort  to  the  vocabulary  of  the  Aramaean 
dialects,  although  many  words  are,  and  will  be,  found  which  the 
dialects  have  lost,  but  which  are  preserved  in  other  Semitic  lan- 
guages. Of  the  greatest  importance,  however,  are  the  Semitic 
portions  of  two  languages,  viz.  the  Armenian  and  the  Pehlevi, 
the  latter  of  which  was  probably  spoken  in  Southern  Mesopo- 
tamia in  the  time  of  the  Sassanides :  for  the  Semitic  parts  of 
both  languages  could  have  been  derived  only  from  the  Assyrian 
and  Babylonian  dialect.      The  brief  but  excellent  treatise  of 
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Hang/  therefore,  on  the  leading  features  of  the  Pehlevi,  is  a 
▼aloable  contribution  to  the  helps  for  the  deciphering  of  the 
Babylonian- Assyrian.  For  if  we  succeed  in  findmg  a  root  with 
a  fitting  signification  in  the  Achaemenian  inscriptions^  we  possess 
the  siurest  pledge  of  the  correctness  of  the  discovery,  if  the  same 
root  can  be  discovered  in  the  Pehlevi  with  the  same  or  a  cognate 
signification.  Similar  is  the  relation  of  the  Armenian ;  but  un- 
fortunately its  vocabulary  has  not  yet  been  sifted,  with  this  in 
view.  To  these  difficulties  must  be  added  that  which  arises  from 
the  partial  mutilation  whidi  the  important  inscriptions  of  Behis- 
tun  and  Naksh-i-Rustan  has  suffe^.  But  happily^  again,  the 
same  expressions,  especially  in  the  Behistun  record,  are  very  fire- 
quently  repeated,  so  that  many  groups  can  be  filled  out  by  a 
careful  comparison  of  different  passages.  In  this  manner,  a 
whole  series  of  words  and  expressions,  in  the  third  kind  of  the 
Achaemenian  inscriptions  has  been  perfectly  deciphered,  and  this 
meaning,  though  in  nearly  erery  instance  upon  the  basis  of  the 
Persian  original,  has  been  correctly  determined. 

Now  the  Assyro-Babylonian  oourt*style,  which  had  extended 
its  influence  even  to  the  style  of  composition  on  the  Persian 
records,  was  so  settled  that  the  Achaemenian  inscriptions  have 
not  only  much,  as  it  respects  form  and  complexion,  in  common 
with  those  at  Nineveh  of  similar  import;  but  eren  the  same 
phrases  frequently  occur  in  both.  Especially  illustrative  of 
this  is  the  comparison  of  the  black  obelisk,  already  mentioned, 
with  the  inscription  of  Behistun;  for,  in  the  former,  the  builder 
of  the  central  palace  in  Nimrud,  recounts  his  exploits  in  the 
same  words,  firequently  with  those  of  Daniel  in  the  latter,  several 
centuries  later.  A  more  careful  comparison,  therefore,  of  both 
records,  may  lead  to  a  more  certain  translation,  in  many  places, 
of  the  older  writing. 

o  Ueber  die  Pehlevi  Spraehe  und  den  Bundeheeh.  Aua  den  GStt,  gd  Anzeigen, 
Gottingen,  1851.  [Also,  Spiegel,  Grammatik  der  Huzpireeeh  Spraehe.  Wien, 
1856.  8vo.  p.  194.— TV.] 


[In  this  and  the  following  article  we  have  taken  the  liberty  of  leaving  out  a  Terj 
large  per-centage  of  the  eammaei  introduced  not  to  the  explicating  but  to  the  marring 
of  the  sense.  May  we  caU  the  attention  of  our  correspondents  at  home  to  the  im- 
portance of  making  the  pointing  of  their  written  compositions  correspond  with  the 
natoral  rests  in  good  conversation  ? — Ed.  J,  S,  LJ] 
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Is  it  expedient  that  the  Bihle  should  be  re-translated  ?  Is  our 
present  version  so  faulty,  or  at  least  so  susceptible  of  emenda- 
tion from  an  enlightened  criticism,  that  the  Herculean  task  of 
interpreting  anew  the  Hebrew  and  Greek  Scriptures  into  the 
Yulgar  Anglo-Saxon  tongue  ought  to  be  immediately  under- 
taken? And  will  christian  unity  be  promoted,  or  the  way  of 
salvation  be  elucidated  by  the  process?  These  are  questions 
which  at  the  present  moment  are  violently  agitating  the  reli- 
gious public^  which,  as  usual,  is  divided  on  the  point.  Of 
course^  says  the  tyro  in  sacred  literature,  "  let  there  be  a  new 
translation  more  in  accordance  with  modem  enlightenment. 
The  Westminster  Review  is  right,  let  the  Bible  be  critically 
sifted,  and  if  it  can  bear  the  test,  well ;  but  if  not,  let  it  lose 
its  prestige.'^  The  deeply  read  linguist  of  orthodox  views  says, 
'*  I  have  no  objection  to  the  publication  of  an  edition  of  the 
Bible,  revised  and  corrected;  I  am  not  a&aid  to  apply  the 
touchstone  of  modem  erudition  to  the  sacred  text ;  I  should  be 
sorry  to  allow  the  sceptic  such  a  triumph,  as  to  admit  the  pos- 
sibility of  danger  to  Christianity  from  a  re-translation  of  the 
Scriptures,  and  though  it  would  please  me  better  to  let  King 
James'  Version  alone,  yet  I  am  too  jealous  for  the  reputation  of 
Grod's  word  to  allow  myself  to  shrink  from  meeting  the  infidel 
in  the  fair  field  of  criticism/' 

It  is  urged,  on  the  other  hand,  by  men  of  various  religious 
sentiments,  '^No  possible  good  can  result  from  a  new  transla- 
tion; deists  and  scoffers  want  to  undermine  the  bulwarks  of 
our  creed,  and  think  they  can  succeed  best  by  throwing  dis- 
credit on  a  book  which  has  been  prized  as  almost  perfect  in  its 
accuracy  in  expressing  the  will  of  Gk>d.  The  men  who  are 
most  prominent  in  this  agitation  are  not  believers  in  the  inspi- 
ration of  the  volume  they  wish  to  criticize  so  minutely;  and 
this  makes  us  suspicious  of  their  object.  We  are  afraid  that 
their  aim  is  to  bring  the  text  into  seeming  harmony  with  their 
own  views,  and  not  to  present  us  with  more  accurate  readings 
of  the  original  manuscripts,  or  more  faithful  renderings  of  the 
meaning  of  Scripture.  No  advocate  for  this  re-translation 
presumes  to  say  that  man's  salvation  depends  on  an  improve- 

«  Noie$  on  the  Retfision  of  the  Juthorized'Vereion  of  the  ffofy  Scripturee.  By 
William  Selwyn,  Canon  of  Ely.  Cambridge  :  Deighton,  Bill  and  Co.  2.  A  Vindi- 
cation of  the  Authorized  Vernon  of  the  English  Bible,  By  the  Rev.  S.  C.  Malan. 
3.  7^  American  Bible  Union* 8  Improoed  Vernon,  [This  paper  is  reprinted  from 
the  American  Church  Review, — £o.  /.  S,  £.] 
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ment  in  our  present  veraion.  The  utmost  that  is  m^^  is  the 
necessity  of  removing  obsolete  expressions^  and  some  stum- 
bling blocks  which  the  antiquated  style  of  the  authorized  ver- 
sion throws  in  the  way  of  the  or&uyry  reader.  Now,  any 
benefit  derivable  firom  such  corrections  will  be  more  than 
counterbalanced  Inr  the  vantage  ground  ceded  to  the  unbeliever, 
who  will  be  ready  to  say,  '  The  authorized  vession  held  its 
sway  for  two  hundred  and  forty-five  years;  how  long  will  the 
new  one  predominate  ?  It  is  not  to  be  expected  that  old  super- 
stitions snould  at  once  give  way  to  true  critadsm,  but  now  that 
the  axe  is  laid  to  the  root,  the  tree  must  eventually  fiaU.  The 
all  but  sacred  associations  which  guarded  the  old  version  irill 
be  wanting  in  the  new.  We  diali  not  have  the  same  prejudices 
to  encounter  when  we  attempt  to  depreciate  the  new  edition. 
We  can  bid  the  world  prepare  for  another  still  newer,  nioie 
enlightened,  less  inspired.  And  it  will  be  strange  indeed  if  the 
ordinary  capacities,  for  whose  special  benefit  the  new  version  is 
prepared,  be  not  greatiy  bewildered  when  the  claims  of  ri?al 
editions  are  urged  as  a  plea  for  disbelieving  them  all.'  In 
order,  therefore,  to  withhold  firom  the  unbeliever  such  aid  ss  the 
publication  of  a  new  version  must  afford,  we  think  it  better  to  let 
well  alone.  We  agree  also  (they  say),  with  Lord  Shafikesbiuy, 
'in  deprecating  sudi  a  result  as  must  ensue  from  a  depreciation 
of  the  vast  stock  of  Bibles  in  existence.  Notwithstimding  the 
immense  exertions  that  have  been  made  to  print  and  circulate 
the  Bible,  it  is  computed  that  there  are  still  seven  hundred  mil- 
lions of  human  beings  without  a  Bible.  When  the  number  of 
copies  of  the  Scriptures  (in  all  languages)  is  so  disproporticmed 
to  the  world's  population,  can  we  afford  to  render  idl  the  BiUes 
in  existence  worthless  ?  It  would  take  a  century  at  least  to 
supply  the  world  with  a  sufficient  number  of  copies  of  the  nev 
version,  to  make  good  the  loss  of  those  now  in  cinmlation/ '' 

The  advocates  and  opponents  of  a  new  translation  have 
much  to  plead  in  favour  of  their  respective  views,  but  we  feel 
that  the  weight  of  argument  rests  with  the  opponents.  We 
shall  endeavour,  therefore,  to  justify  this  conduedon,  by  show- 
ing that  the  advocates  of  the  movement,  supposing  them  to  he 
sincere  believers  in  Revelation,  greatly  overestimate  the  ad- 
vantages derivable  from  a  new  translation.  And,  on  the  sup- 
position that  the  advocates  of  a  new  version  are  sceptics,  we 
infer  that  no  translation  will  satisfy  them  except  one  which 
wiU  confirm  their  scepticism ;  while  certain  ill  results  must  he 
borne  in  order  to  obtain  a  very  uncertain  benefit  for  the  Chris- 
tian world,  whether  the  promoters  of  the  agitation  be  believers 
or  infidels. 
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Now^  in  order  to  show  that  the  adyantages  attendant  on  a 
new  translation  are  greatly  overrated^  we  would  observe^  that 
the  greatest  of  them  would  be  the  rendering  the  meaning  of 
the  text  more  dear^  by  the  substitution  of  modem  phraseology 
for  obsolete  modes  of  expression.  This^  we  contend^  is  the 
most  important  result  that  we  can  anticipate.  The  labours  of 
new  translators  must  be  confined  to  examination  of  the  struc- 
ture of  Scriptural  phrases^  and  to  the  expression  of  the  mean- 
ing of  the  sacred  writers  in  language  more  intelligible  to  the 
modem  ear, .  than  that  of  King  James'  Version.  We  repeat, 
that  all  we  can  expect  is  such  a  revision  as  will  make  the  true 
sense  of  each  passage  more  clear  to  the  men  of  this  age,  by 
the  uise  of.  modem  diction.  But  &r  more  than  this  is  expected 
by  many..  Jt  is  conjectured  or  assumed  that  the  two  centuries 
and  a  half  which  have  elapsed  since  our  present  version  was 
completed,  have  brought  to  light  much  valuable  information 
regarding  the  various  .readings  of  the  text  of  Scripture;  much 
knowledge  concerning  the  authenticily  of  this  or  that  passage. 
No  doubt  such  is  the  case,  but  atill  this  fund  of  information 
will  redound  but  little  to  the  improvement  of  a  new  version. 
The  "variae  lectiones"  of  Mill,  amounting  to  thirty  thousand 
in  the  New  Testament  alone;  the  famous  collation  of  five 
hundred  and  eighty  MSS.,  by  Dr.  Kennicott;  and  the  four 
quarto  volumes  of  various  readings  published  by  De  Bossi,  a.d. 
1786,  contain  an  immense  amount  of  philological  research,  of 
great  use  indeed  to  the  scholar,  but  we  suspect  of  little  use  to 
any  body  of  translators.  For  we  have  no  doubt  that  the 
authorizeicl  version  would  be  assumed  as  the  basis  of  any  pro- 
spective version,  in  the  same  way  as  'Hhe  Bishops'  Bible''  was 
taken  as  the  ground- work  of  our  present  version  by  the  forty- 
seven  translators  commissioned  by  King  James.  We  cannot 
believe  that  any  body  of  men,  authorized  to  revise  our  present 
version,  would  assmne  the  responsibility  of  substituting  for  the 
reading  adopted  by  the  translators  of  1607,  any  various  reading 
recommended  by  a  subsequent  ooUation  of  manuscripts.  They 
could  not  venture  to  do  so  without  assigning  their  reasons  and 
thus  swelling  the  new  translation  into  a  size  utterly  useless  to 
the  generality  of  readers,  by  reason  of  the  folios  that  must  be 
written  in  the  shape  of  notes. 

Let  us  suppose  for  a  moment  that  our  newly  commissioned 
translators  should  differ  from  their  predecessors,  and  prefer  to 
follow  the  vulgate,  the  Latin  Fathers,  and  the  Alexandrine 
MS.,  changing  our  present  reading  of  St.  Luke  so  as  to  read 
thus,  "  Ao^a  61/  v^Urroi^  Qe^,  /ud  hrl  7^9  iipijvfj  iv  dvOpolmoi^ 
evSo/clas/'  would  this  alteration  be  received  with  quiet  acquies- 


856  Doe9  the  Bible  need  Re^tranelaiing  ?  [July, 

oenoe  by  the  Christian  pablic?  Would  there  not  be  a  demand 
for  the  reason  of  the  change?  One  or  other  of  these  altenui- 
tives  would  take  place ;  either  the  translators  would  be  obliged 
to  enter  into  a  learned  and  laborious  disquisition  in  a  note  to  the 
passage,  which  would  perhaps  be  unintelligible  to  the  majority; 
or  they  would  not  assign  their  reasons  for  changing  the  text, 
and  consequently  the  proposed  emendation  would  be  suspected 
and  disregarded.  We  say,  then,  that  all  those  persons  irho 
are  warmly  advocating  a  re^translation  with  the  idea  that  the 
*Uextu9  receptue**  would  be  altered  to  suit  their  Socianism, 
their  BationaUsm,  or  their  widely  differing  theories  of  doctrine 
or  discipline,  would  be  sadly  disappointed.  The  transfer  of  a 
various  reading  from  the  maigin  of  our  Bibles  into  the  text 
may  seem  an  easy  one,  but  it  becomes  a  Herculean  task  when 
the  question  is  put.  Why  is  the  change  made,  or  what  new 
light  has  been  reflected  on  us,  which  was  denied  to  our  fathers? 
The  authoritv  of  any  new  board  of  translators  must  be  incredibly 
great,  if  a  change  in  the  original  text  be  made  and  received 
without  good  reasons  being  assigned.  And  the  impossibility  of 
assigning  those  reasons,  so  as  to  satisfy  the  mass  of  Christians^ 
arising  from  the  technical  and  abstruse  nature  of  the  enqniry, 
must  deter  from  any  such  alteration.  The  work  will  be  one, 
therefore,  of  improved  translation  merely;  and  that  in  some 
passages  mis-translations  are  to  be  found,  is  undeniable,  but  the 
main  business  will  be  to  make  the  sense  of  the  sacred  yolome 
more  intelligible  by  expressing  it  in  more  familiar  English,  and 
by  the  employment  of  paraphrase,  or  the  substitution  of  some 
modern  equivalent,  get  rid  of  obsolete  idioms. 

We  said  that  there  exist  some  mis-translations ;  but  they 
are  few  and  well  known.  It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  sap  the 
very  foundations  of  the  faith,  by  shaking  confidence  in  the 
authorized  version,  in  order  to  obviate  the  slight  evil  of  a  few 
trifling  inaccuracies.  We  believe  that  the  second  verse  of  the 
first  chapter  of  Genesis  is  mis-translated,  and  that  the  Israelites 
were  not  directed  by  Jehovah  to  borrow  but  to  demand  from  the 
Egyptians  jewels  of  silver  and  gold.  But  in  order  to  correct  a 
few  sentences  like  these,  is  it  expedient  to  take  such  a  step  as 
will  throw  discredit  on  the  whole  authorized  version?  To  what 
end  are  we  furnished  with  such  multitudes  of  annotated  Bibles, 
if  the  notes  do  not  answer  every  purpose  that  a  re-translatioB 
is  expected  to  subserve?  Had  the  resulers  of  Scripture  adhered 
to  the  old  Protestant  watchword,  "  The  Bible  without  note  or 
comment,'^  then  we  might  understand  this  outcry  for  as  literal 
a  translation  as  the  wit  of  man  can  devise.  But  when  Bibles 
with  notes  and  paraphrases  and  references,  are  multiplied  with- 
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out  number^  and  every  difficulty  in  the  text  is  Bald  to  be  lucidly 
smoothed  down  in  the  margin  or  notes^  we  confess  that  a 
change  in  the  text  itself  seems  quite  unnecessary  to  edification 
or  information. 

But  how  stands  the  case  with  those  passages  in  which  the 
sense  has  not  been  perverted  but  obscured^  owing  to  quaint  or 
obsolete  diction?  Is  it  not  advisible  that  such  texts  as  this^ 
'•  The  Lord  commended  the  unjust  steward/'  should  be  ren- 
dered^ "  His  Master  commended/'  in  order  to  avoid  the  sem- 
blance of  encouragement  to  dishonesty?  Or^  should  we  not 
read^  ''  Make  to  yourselves  friends^  by  means  of  the  mammon 
of  unrighteousness  ?"  There  can  be  no  question  that  sentences 
such  as  these  are  susceptible  of  improvement  in  translation ; 
but  we  ask  again^  cannot  the  obscurity  of  the  text  be  remedied 
by  the  teaching  of  sermons^  commentaries  and  notes  ?  Is  the 
danger  incurred  by  the  publication  of  a  new  bible^  at  all  pro- 
portioned to  the  good  likely  to  accrue  from  increased  clearness 
of  meanings  in  a  few  passages  ?  We  are  aware  that  one  of  the 
benefits  expected  from  a  re-translation  is  the  getting  rid  of 
many  notes  which  (it  is  said)  are  now  rendered  necessary  by 
the  looseness  of  the  authorized  version.  Now  it  is  true  that  notes 
which  are  explanatory  of  passages^  whose  obscurity  is  owing 
to  imperfect  translation^  would  be  unnecessary  when  the  tran- 
slation is  perfected;  but  it  is  foi^otten  that  forthwith  a  new 
class  of  notes  becomes  indispensable^  as  the  authorities  on  which 
every  change  in  the  translation  is  made^  must  be  given  in  order 
to  satisfy  the  reader.  Thus  it  is  probable  (should  a  revision 
take  place)  that  "^0*8070)769"*  and  "  dvdvTrarof}''^  would  be 
translated  more  correctly  "  Guardian  slave "  and  "  Proconsul/' 
instead  of  the  present  rendering,  '^  Schoolmaster  '^  and  "  De- 
puty." Notes,  however,  explaining  the  change  in  translation, 
as  well  as  the  terms  themselves,  must  remain  to  perplex  the 
unlearned  many,  for  whose  benefit,  it  is  said^  the  re-translation 
is  to  be  made.  For  these  reasons  we  apprehend  that  no  transla- 
tion of  the  Holy  Scriptures  (except  a  copious  paraphrase)  can 
be  achieved  of  such  a  character  as  to  permit  us  to  dispense  with 
notes,  and  we  therefore  repeat  the  question,  why  not  leave  the 
task  of  explaining  the  more  difficult  and  imperfectly  translated 
passages  of  Scripture  to  an  educated  clergy,  and  an  authorized 
edition  of  notes — authorized,  we  mean,  by  that  same  body, 
whoever  they  may  be,  to  whom  we  look  for  a  new  translation  ? 
It  seems  to  be  assumed  by  the  promoters  of  a  re-translation, 
that  the  new  version  will  be  generally  received  by  the  Christian 

i  GaL.  iii.  24.  «  Acts  ziii.  7. 
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pablio  with  XmAi  ioquieaoeiioe,  and  deferantial  respect;  why 
should  not  a  Yolume  of  emendatioiis  and  correctioiis  of  ^ 
authorised  Tersion^  emanftting  from  the  same  source  firom  wliidi 
a  new  transhttion  is  expected,  be  receiyed  with  similar  reverenoe 
and  Teneration  ? 

It  will,  however,  be  replied,  granting  that  notes  will  still  be 
necessary,  yet  the  great  advantage  that  the  revisionists  expect 
is  such  a  transformation  of  the  phraseology  generally,  as  will 
make  the  Word  of  Gk)d  more  clearly  '^  understanded  of  the 
people/'  Against  any  such  change  in  the  language  of  Scripture 
we  would  enter  a  solemn  protest ;  warned  as  we  are  by  example, 
the  admonition  of  the  great  and  learned,  and  the  tendency  of 
familiarity  towards  contempt.  There  have  been  many  attempts 
to  improve  on  our  present  translation,  all  of  which  have  but 
served  to  enhance  our  estimation  of  it.  In  every  instance 
dignity  has  been  sacrificed  to  a  vapid  familiarity,  and  the  per-' 
sonal  dogmas  of  the  translators  offensively  paraded.  In  Dr. 
QttAAieef  translation  of  the  Pentateuch,  we  are  quite  at  a  loss  to 
diaoover  anything  but  a  pert  attempt  at  exactness,  in  his  sub- 
stitution of  the  word  skip-offering  for  Passover.  Indeed  it  is 
observable  that  in  almost  every  attempt  at  individual  transla- 
tion, the  grandeur  and  lofty  tone  of  Scripture  as  now  received, 
have  been  made  to  give  way  to  modernized  diction,  however 
common-place,  provided  it  will  be  expressive.  Bishop  Stock's 
rendering  of  Isajah  xxxii.,  5,  is  an  illustration  of  this  propensity. 
He  changes  our  authorized  reading,  **  The  vile  person  shall  no 
more  be  called  liberal,^  into  ''  No  more  shaU  the  sneaking  man 
be  called  generous.^'  Now  the  term  ^*  sneaking  *'  may  be  more 
intelligible  to  ordinary  readers  than  the  term  vile,  but  what 
scholar  of  taste  or  elegance  would  wish  for  many  such  substitu- 
tions in  the  Woan  o9  God  ? 

The  puerilities  of  the  translation,  published  by  the  Ameri- 
can Bible  Union,  are  such  as  to  warn  us  from  attempting  to 
degrade  the  style  of  the  Bible  to  a  level  with  the  language  of 
sociel^.  ''Be  on  hand  conveniently  and  inconveniently/'  ^ 
Tim.  IV.,  2,  and  ''Now,  Master,  thou  lettest  thy  servant  depart 
in  peace,''  are  given  to  us  by  a  grave  and  learned  body  as 
improvements  to  our  present  version !  but  it  would  be  hard  to 
say  in  what  the  improvement  consisted,  unless  it  be  in  the 
employment  of  a  flippant  method  of  expression  approaching  to 
slang.''    Even  when  tiiis  degradation  of  style  is  avoided,  therein 

^  It  may  not  be  known  that  this  new  version  is  designed  not  for  Baptists  aloiie. 
There  is  on  the  last  page  of  the  cover  otyThe^ible:  Union  R^j^ter,  the  followiiig 
notice : 

"The  Ambrican  BibiSb  yNiON. — ^This  institution  was  organiied  June  10tfc> 
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often  to  be  apprehended^  and  in  some  instances  to  be  found,  a 
studied  effort  to  make  the  text  speak  the  langui^e  of  this  or 
that  heresy,  be  it  Anabaptism,  Deism,  or  Popery.  Who  can 
read  Wakefield^s  translation  of  the  New  Testament,  without 
seeing  that  he  was  a  Sooinian,  and  wished  the  Bible  to  be 
Socinian  too  ?  The  Douay  Bible,  again^  bears  on  its  face  the 
impress  of  Roman  Catholic  translators;  while  the  Baptist  ver- 
sion is  to  make  the  Bible  preach  immersion  in  plain  terms. 
But  it  is  said,  may  not  a  translation  be  produced  which  will 
be  free  from  the  imputation  of  doctrinal  partiality  ?  We  fear 
iiot>  it  is  almost  hopeless  to  expect  any  Board  of  Translators 
to  entar  upon  the  task  under  such  favourable  circumstances  as 
King  James'  Commissioners.  They  laboured  at  their  great 
undertaking  with  a  strong  antipathy,  it  is  true,  to  Bomanism, 
but  with  no  intention  of  taking  advantage  of  their  position  to 
attack  Congregationalism,  Fresbyterianism,  Unitarianism,  8cc.^ 
to  say  nothing  of  the  sects  which  have  arisen  since  their  day.- 
These  sectaries  had  not  as  yet  assumed  sufficient  importance  to 
make  the  translators  pursue  their  task  with  an  eye  to  their 
heresies.  There  was  then  no  inducement  (had  they  been  base 
enough  to  yidd  to  it)  to  act  like  the  Independents  when  in 
power,  who  did  not  scruple  to  insert  in  Acts  vi.,  3,  the  word 
^^  Ye,^'  in  place  of  the  true  reading  ^'  We^^  in  order  to  give 
countenance  to  their  peculiar  notions  of  Church  Government 
and  the  Christian  Ministry.  The  consequence  has  been  that 
we  now  possess  a  translation  singularly  free  from  the  least  bias 
or  partiality ;  one  from  which  every  denomination  proves  its 
own  dogmas,  and  with  which,  in  spite  of  all  that  has  been 
written,  we  believe  all  but  a  few  uneasy  sectarists,  restless 
sceptics,  or  ambitious  Philologists,  are  perfectly  satisfied. 

But,  if  we  refuse  to  be  taught  by  the  unsuccessful  issues  of 
attempted  modem  translations,  let  us  defer  in  some  measure  to 
the  authority  of  those  great  luminaries  who  have  lived  since 
the  year  1611,  and  who,  though  possessing  additional  informa- 
tion, and  the  aid  of  newly  found  manuscripts,  yet  one  and  all 
bear  willing  testimony  to  the  substantial  accuracy,  the  majestic 
gravity,  and  musical  rythm  of  our  present  version.  Swift,  a 
master  and  judge  of  terse,  vigorous  style,  declared  that  ^^  he 

1850.  Its  object  is  to  procure  and  circulate  the  most  faithful  yersions  of  the  sacred 
Scriptures,  in  aU  languagest  throughout  the  world.  The  scholars  in  its  employ, 
engaged  in  the  revision  of  the  English  Scriptures,  are  ecclesiastically  connected 
wiSi  the  following  denominations  :  Church  of  England,  Old  School  Presbyterians, 
Disciples,  or  Reformers,  Methodist  Episcopal  Church,  Associate  Reformed  Presby- 
terians, Seventh  Day'Bapti^s,  simenpan^rotestant  EpigccpaUanSf  Baptists,  German 
Reformed  Church.""*  ^ 

Who  are  these  ^*  Scholars  of  the  American  ^^tAit  Episcopalians  ?" 
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thought  the  alterations  introduced  into  the  English  language, 
since  the  completion  of  King  James'  Version,  had  added  little 
to  the  beauty  or  strength  of  our  mother  tongue,  and  that  our 
translators  were  masters  of  an  English  style  much  fitter  for 
that  work  than  any  since  that  day,  owing  to  the  simplicity  that 
runs  through  the  whole.  It  would  be  a  tedious  operation  to 
enumerate  all  the  testimonies  of  such  men  as  Monboddo,  Selden, 
South,  Adam  Clarke,  Horsley,  the  last  of  whom  though  himself 
a  translator  of  Hosea,  ^et  expressly  stated  that  he  had  not  the 
least  wish  that  his  version  should  supersede  the  authorized  one 
in  the  public  service  of  the  Church.  It  requires,  indeed,  con- 
siderable presumption  to  disparage  a  work  whose  fidelity  and 
beauty  are  eulogised  by  such  a  host  of  princes  in  Oriental  learn- 
ing, as  Pocock  and  South ;  but  the  present  age  is  not  one  likely 
to  defer  to  authority. 

The  enlightenment  of  the  times,  is  the  idea  that  pervades 
almost  all  who  come  to  the  consideration  of  this  question.  It 
is  said  the  translation  of  1611  was  indeed  a  wonderful  work 
for  the  day  in  which  it  was  accomplished,  but  it  is  out  of  date; 
accurate  scholarship  is  the  characteristic  of  modem  Biblical 
critics,  and  it  is  absurd  to  suppose  that  there  do  not  exist  in  the 
present  day  more  excellent  materials  for  the  translation  and 
revision  of  the  text,  than  were  to  be  found  in  the  year  1611 ; 
numerous  MSS.  have  been  found ;  the  Alexandrine,  presented 
by  Cyril  to  Charles  the  First,  is  in  itself  an  inestimable  treasure  ; 
these,  and  such  like  considerations,  might  be  indefinitely  ex- 
tended, but  the  question  recurs,  has  the  collation  of  MSS.,  or 
modem  acuteness  in  criticism  and  philology,  proved  the  text 
used  by  our  translators  (as  the  basis  of  their  great  work),  to  be 
spurious  or  defective  to  such  an  extent,  as  to  a£fect  materially 
any  article  of  belief  necessary  to  salvation  ? 

This,  after  aU,  is  the  grand  question  for  practical  men,  and 
we  think  the  answer  must  be  in  the  negative.  What  new  light 
has  been  thrown  on  the  genuineness  of  the  celebrated  verse  in 
St.  John's  First  Epistle  ?  Has  any  evidence  of  importance  been 
elicited  by  modem  research  ? 

We  return,  then,  to  the  point  whence  we  started,  in  afiGirm- 
ing  that  translation  alone  will  be  the  business  of  any  set  of  men 
who  are  commissioned  to  revise  the  Scriptures,  and,  in  a  few 
places,  we  have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  great  improvement 
might  be  made,  but  that  no  benefit  would  accrue  equivalent  to 
the  loss  which  would  be  sustained  by  the  severance  of  those 
sacred  ties  with  which  our  present  version  is  bound  up  in  our 
affections,  and  by  the  misgivings  that  would  be  aroused  in  the 
minds  of  multitudes  who  idolize  the  volume  as  their  best  friend. 
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If,  indeed,  we  were  sure  that  wiw-translations  alone  would  be 
corrected,  and  that  ten  thousand  (what  may  be  termed)  minor 
faults  would  not  be  meddled  with,  we  would  have  less  cause  of 
apprehending  evil  consequences  from  a  new  Bible,  though,  even 
with  this  proviso,  we  can  see  no  manner  of  necessity  to  take  so 
weighty  a  step  to  counteract  the  supposed  ill-effects  of  a  few 
mis-translations. 

The  rendering  of  the  word  Kpl^  in  St.  Paulas  account  of  the 
Holy  Communion,  is  often  ui^ed  as  an  instance  of  the  mischief 
perpetrated  by  one  wrong  translation,  and  doubtless  the  passage 
would  not  have  deterred  so  many  from  becoming  communicants 
had  it  been  thus :  "  He  that  eateth  and  drinketh  unworthily, 
eateth  and  drinketh  a  judgment  to  himself  ;^^  but  we  are  of 
opinion  that  the  abstaining  of  such  numbers  of  professing 
Christians  from  the  communion,  is  much  rather  to  be  attributed 
to  the  neglect  of  the  clergy  in  not  explaining  the  true  meaning 
of  the  text,  and  to  the  studious  efforts  of  so  many  to  represent 
the  sacraments  as  privileges  to  be  enjoyed  only  by  persons  of 
high  attauiments  in  piety,  and  not  as  means  of  grace  to  be 
thankfriUy  received  by  the  Christian  who  is  struggling  to  do  his 
duty.  We  are  not  now  defending  the  translation  "  damnation,^' 
but  even  if  it  had  been  translated  '*  judgment  '^  or  ^^condemna- 
tion,'' there  would  still  have  remained  quite  enough  of  alarming 
denunciation  in  the  language  to  have  affrighted  multitudes, 
particularly  as  "judgment''  would  have  been  taken  in  con- 
nection with  St.  Paul's  allusion  to  bodily  afflictions,  and  thus 
deterred  many  from  the  communion  by  the  threat  of  disease  or 
death. 

Let  us  now  briefly  glance  at  the  ill-results  that  may  be 
apprehended  from  lowering  the  lofky  style  of  the  Scriptures  to 
the  familiar  phraseology  of  modem  times ;  this  is  one  of  the 
most  dangerous  consequences  that  we  foresee  as  likely  to  issue 
from  a  new  translation.  In  proportion  as  the  dialogue  or 
didactic  and  historic  portions  of  holy  writ  are  modernized  in 
their  tone,  so  may  we  dread  the  prevalence  of  contemptuous 
disregard  for  their  teaching.  We  need  not  be  told  how  inju- 
riously falls  on  the  ear  of  any  congregation,  the  sermon  which 
would,  in  the  language  of  every  day  life,  paraphrase  some 
solemn  text  of  scripture.  Why  not  fear  the  same  result  from 
the  familiarizing  of  Scriptural  language  which  would  inevitably 
arise  from  the  substitution  of  modem,  homely  phrases,  for  the 
grave  diction  of  Milton  or  Shakespeare  ?  In  an  age  of  sneer- 
ing ribaldry,  can  we  afford  to  lose  any  of  those  artificial  helps 
to  solemnity,  which  sometimes,  in  the  absence  of  holier  motives, 
operate  advantageously?     Is  the  anxious  enquirer,  or  the  fasti- 
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dions  sceptic,  likely  to  be  attracted  by  the  language  of  fhe  Bible, 
because  it  is  common-plaoe  or  Tulgar,  instead  cf  BubUme  and 
peculiar?  We  think  not;  the  language  in  which  the  awM 
truths  of  Christianity  are  expressed  cannot  be  too  dignified  or 
too  emphatic,  and  we  cannot  help  imagining  that  any  attempt 
to  interpret  the  mysterious  revelations  of  the  Bible  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  day  must  be  positively  injurious. 

We  hasten  now  to  consider  some  replies  to  the  argoments 
on  which  we  base  our  opposition  to  a  new  translation.  One 
veiy  plausible  excuse  is  contained  in  the  following  considerations: 
''  The  changes  made  in  the  version  cannot  be  supposed  likely  to 
bewilder  or  undermine  the  fiuth  of  the  people  half  as  macli  as 
constantly  hearing  from  the  pulpit  multitudes  of  tyros  in  sacred 
literature,  taking  upon  them  to  correct  our  present  vernonfor 
the  information  of  congregations  who  have  neither  indination 
nor  opportunity  of  testing  the  proposed  amendments/'  To  this 
apology  we  reply,  that  we  can  never  hope  for  any  version  so  per* 
fectly  satisfactory  and  so  universally  received  as  perfect,  as  will 
prevent  preachers  from  seeing  imperfections,  and  fix)m  propoaing 
improvements  in  its  structure.  Besides  which,  the  foregoing 
argument  rests  chiefly  on  the  assumption  that  mis-translations 
are  numerous  (a  position  which  we  refuse  to  take  for  granted 
till  proved),  and  that  the  clergy  are  in  the  habit  of  speaking  in 
their  discourses  as  if  the  present  rendering  of  many  texts  was 
absolutely  false.  This  we  cannot  believe;  it  is  very  natural 
indeed  for  a  preacher  who  wishes  to  impress  deeply  some  tenet 
on  the  minds  of  his  hearers,  to  show  how  such  and  such  a  text 
might  have  been  more  forcibly  or  emphatically  rendered;  he  may 
show  how,  by  exact  attention  to  the  Greek  article,  according  to 
Bishop  Middleton's  rules,  the  sense  of  a  passage  may  be  more 
accurately  brought  out,  even  to  proving  more  satisfiEUstorily  the 
divinity  of  the  Saviour  j  but  this  we  hold  to  be  a  very  different 
procedure  from  affirming  to  a  congregation  that  sudi  a  para- 
graph or  line  \&  falsely  rendered,  an  assertion  to  which  we  should 
hope  but  few  teachers  often  commit  themselves.  The  effect, 
moreover,  on  an  audience,  of  contradicting  a  reading,  would 
differ  from  that  produced  by  proposing  an  emendation,  as  much 
as  the  mental  uneasiness  caused  by  the  discovery  of  a  flaw  in  a 
titie  deed  would  differ  from  the  fedings  aroused  on  ascertafning 
a  mistake  in  its  grammar  or  punctuation.  Let  us  not  then 
have  any  tampering  with  translation,  founded  on  the  doubts  and 
perplexities  raised  by  pulpit  corrections  of  the  text;  these  latter 
are  improvements  of  a  trivial  nature,  consisting  generally  of 
striking  substitutions  of  expression,  and  not  of  total  changes  m 
the  meaning,  and  the  shock  given  to  the  public  mind  by  such 
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eluddations  of  the  clergy  bears  no  comparison  to  that  which 
would  be  inflicted^  were  a  new  edition  of  the  Bible  "revised 
and  re-translated/'  to  be  published  for  the  express  purpose  of 
superseding  a  version  received  for  two  hundr^  and  forty-five 
years^  as  "  containing  all  things  necessary  to  salvation/^ 

We  are  aware  that  it  is  said  in  reply^  "  we  have  not  to  con- 
sider results^  but  our  duty  to  perfect  the  translation  as  far  as 
possible;  the  Christian  religion  will  survive  any  such  shock; 
and  let  it  be  remembered  that  when  the  authorized  version  was 
published^  there  were  three  editions  of  the  Bible  in  existence 
besides  WicklijBfe's^  yet  they  gradually  fell  into  disuse^  until  our 
present  Bible  obtained  undisputed  authority/'  But  the  two 
periods  in  Church  history  are  so  widely  dissimilar  that  we  can« 
not  conceive  any  argument  based  on  an  analogy  between  them. 
When  the  authorized  version  was  made^  the  number  of  copies 
of  the  Geneva^  Episcopal,  or  Tyndal  edition  in  existence  must 
have  been  very  small,  while  the  proportion  of  persons  able  to 
read  them  was  very  inconsiderable  also.  Very  many  copies  of 
the  Bible  had  been  destroyed  by  the  Papal  party,  so  that  any 
version,  provided  it  were  in  the  vulgar  tongue,  would  be 
gladly  welcomed.  Add  to  which,  that  the  people  had  (with  few 
e:i(ceptions)  entire  confidence  in  the  translators,  the  Bomish  con- 
troversy being  the  great  point  then  in  agitation,  and  that  the 
Commissioners  would  faithfully  perform  their  task  with  a  view 
to  it,  the  nation  had  but  little  doubt.  Bearing  these  considera- 
tions  in  mind,  it  does  seem  unreasonable  to  argue  from  the 
quiet  supremacy  obtained  by  the  authorized  over  preceding 
versions,  to  the  certainty  of  a  re-translation  with  equal  ease^ 
acquiring  supremacy  in  its  turn  over  the  hearts  and  consciences 
of  the  present  generation.  An  age  which  was  only  too  thankful 
to  be  furnished  with  any  version  of  the  Scriptures,  affords  us  no 
precedent  for  estimating  the  probable  reception  that  a  new  trans« 
lation  would  meet  with  in  the  present  day,  when  men  are  so 
fastidious  as  to  demand  the  best  that  can  be  had.  Widely- 
spread  schisms  have  originated  in  far  less  provocation  than  a  re-> 
translation  would  furnish,  and  we  fear  that  ere  long  we  should 
find  the  list  of  sects  augmented  1^  the  addition  of  "  the  new 
and  old  versionists.'^ 

Everythiug  seemed  to  have  combined  to  render  the  time  in 
which  our  authorized  version  was  made  the  most  suitable  that 
we  can  imagine.  Everything  seems  to  mark  the  present  day  as 
the  most  unsuitable  for  making  the  attempt  of  revision.  The 
period  in  which  our  present  version  was  published  was  the  turn- 
ing point  in  our  Church  History,  when  that  greatest  of  all 
reforms,  the  translation  of  Holy  Scripture  in  the  vulgar  tongue. 
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was  the  desideratum.  It  was  the  Augustan  age  of  English 
literature.  Providence  seems  to  have  raised  up  at  that  time  a 
band  of  classical  and  oriental  scholars,  such  as  would  do  no  dis- 
credit to  the  present  day,  notwithstanding  the  loud  assumptions 
of  superior  progress  in  sacred  literature.  Classical  learning, 
such  as  would  be  requisite  for  a  re-translation,  is  certainly  more 
difiPdsed  now-a-days,  and  perhaps  the  smattering  of  such  learn- 
ing that  multitudes  possess  is  the  cause  of  our  so  constantly 
hearing  of  a  boasted  superiority  over  the  knowledge  of  King 
James^  translation.  It  is  the  number  of  scholars  in  the  present 
day  of  which  we  may  be  proud;  but  this  should  not  cause  us 
to  forget  that  quality,  not  quantity,  must  be  sought  for  in  trans- 
lators, and  that  though  the  number  of  qualified  men  were  com- 
paratively few  at  the  date  of  our  authorized  version,  yet  that 
they  were  truly  giants  in  the  knowledge  of  language.*  No 
parallel,  then,  can  be  drawn  between  the  two  epochs  which  will 
not,  on  investigation,  tend  to  show  a  marked  superintending 
Providence  in  the  time,  the  men,  the  manner  of  our  translation, 
which  was  made  at  a  time  when  men  were  not  disposed  to  look 
for  blemishes,  but  to  accept  the  boon  with  gratitude  \  by  men 
who  seemed  specially  raised  up  for  the  great  occasion,  and  in  a 
manner  which  no  eulogy  has  hitherto  been  found  adequately  to 
express. 

If  the  good  results  issuing  from  an  attempt  to  re-translate 
the  Bible  wiU  be  by  no  means  proportioned  to  the  hazard  in- 
curred, we  would  strongly  dissuade  firom  the  enterprise,  but  we 
feel  more  confident  in  deprecating  the  undertaking  when  we 
consider  who  they  are  who  have  forced  this  question  on  public 


9  It  was  weU  said  lately,  by  a  fine  scholar,  in  behalf  of  our  present  version : 
*'The  full  effect  of  the  revival  of  the  study  of  the  Greek  language  was  at  that  very 
day  at  its  highest  point—the  very  ladies  of  that  day  were  many  of  them  rare  Greek 
scholars.  I^y  Jane  Grey  was  absorbed  in  reading  Plato  in  the  original  Greek 
when  she  was  summoned  to  the  tribunal  that  condemned  her  to  death.  Queen 
Elizabeth  was  well  versed  in  Greek  literature ;  it  was  the  golden  age  of  classical 
attainments ;  they  had  all  the  classical  authors  which  we  have  now,  but  the  study  of 
them  had  »  freshness  and  interest,  enhanced  by  the  scarcity  of  other « works  in  the 
vernacular,  and  the  fashion  of  the  times — both  which  causes  of  fitness  for  such  a 
work  cannot  be  said  of  these  times. 

«•  The  English  tongue  in  those  days  was  eminently  fitted  for  the  purpose.  It 
had  emerged  from  the  harshness  of  the  Anglo-Saxon,  but  still  retained  in  its  struc- 
ture and  phrase  that  robust,  honest  tongue  for  its  ground  work  and  sub-structure. 
The  language  may  not  have  attained  to  the  redundancy  and  excess  of  fertility  which, 
while  it  may  subserve  some  of  the  purposes  of  literature,  has  actually  detracted 
from  its  strength  and  distinctness.  It  may  have  now  more  scientific  terms,  but 
this  is  not  wanted,  for  the  Bible  is  not  a  book  of  science;  it  may  have  more  latinity 
and  more  slang,  but  not  the  same  power  of  expression.  I  appeal  to  Bacon,  Shakes- 
peare, Sir  Philip  Sydneyr  Ben  Johnson,  Sir  Thomas  More,  and  Sir  Matthew  Hale, 
und  I  may  add  Milton,  against  Carlyle  and  Dickens,  and  Moore  and  Macanlay." 
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attention.  Is  it  not  notorious^  that  the  Christian  world  was 
(with  the  exception  of  a  few  learned  philologists)  contented 
with  our  present  version,  until  the  cavils  and  sneers  of  the 
Westminster  Review,  and  the  prevailing  influence  of  German 
criticism  made  some  persons  dissatisfied  with  the  text  of 
Scripture  as  it  stands?  Was  not  the  motion  for  a  revision 
made  in  the  English  Parliament,  by  Mr.  Heywood,  who  spoke 
of  the  sacred  volume  as  an  exploded  fable,  and  of  the  Pentateuch 
as  not  having  been  written  by  Moses  at  all  ?  The  adage  is  a 
good  one,  ''  Timeo  Danaos  et  dona  ferentes ;''  and  if  the  great 
mass  of  practical  Christian  people  can  see  any  blessing  as  Ukely 
to  accrue  to  them  from  the  intended  boon  of  English  sceptics 
and  German  rationalists,  they  must  either  be  simplicity  itself,  or 
be  possessed  of  incredible  foresight.  And  not  only  is  pressure 
from  sceptics  of  the  school  of  Germany  to  be  expected,  owing 
to  the  adoption  of  German  editions  of  the  classics  in  the  Uni- 
versities, but  even  in  the  Anglican  Church  itself  are  to  be  found 
men  more  or  less  tinged  with  rationalism,  such  as  Jowett, 
McNaught,  Hampden,  claimed  as  allies  by  the  Westminster 
Review,  and  dangerous  to  the  faith  in  proportion  to  their 
acknowledged  learning  and  ability.  But  suppose  the  revision  to 
be  accomplished  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  orthodox  be- 
liever, and  by  a  band  of  scholars  competent  for  the  work  and 
above  suspicion;  then  our  position  will  be  precisely  this;  the 
great  mass  of  Christian  people  who  had  been  troubled  with  no 
scruples  about  the  authorized  version,  wiU  be  just  in  the  position 
they  had  been  before  the  revision,  while  the  new  edition  will 
be  still  a  mark  for  the  critical  sneers  of  the  discontented,  who 
can  then  make  their  attacks  emboldened  by  their  success  in 
having  shaken  faith  in  one  version  (at  least)  of  the  Scriptures. 

Until  then  stronger  reasons  than  any  we  have  seen  assigned 
are  given,  we  say  no,  to  any  re-translation  of  the  Scriptures. 
"We  will  suggest  a  substitute  for  revision ;  one  which  we  think 
possesses  all  the  advantages  of  a  re-translation  of  ancient  idioms 
into  modern  dialect,  while  also  it  will  supply  what  a  new  ver- 
sion never  of  itself  can,  a  means  whereby  the  sense  of  the 
sacred  penman's  language  may  be  presented  to  the  mind.  We 
would  then,  in  all  humility,  suggest  to  those  accurate  Scholiasts 
whose  critical  taste  is  offended  by  any  the  least  barbarism  in 
translation,  and  to  all  those  talented  enquirers  into  the  blemishes 
of  the  authorized  version,  that  they  would  devote  the  talent  that 
God  had  given  them,  to  the  very  necessary  task  of  calling  public 
attention  to  the  prejudiced  manner  in  which  the  Bible  is  read 
by  almost  all  Christians,  and  of  exposing  to  men^s  view  the 
artificial,  unsuspected  hindrances  wluch  stand  in  the  way  of  a 
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dear  interpretation  of  Gk>]>'8  Woan.  That  is  our  ^ubstitate 
for  re-traiulation.  For  it  aeenu  to  ns  incredible  that  any  revi- 
sion  of  Scripture^  no  matter  how  perfect^  can  bring  men  into  a 
unity  of  spirit  regarding  the  meaning  of  God's  revelation,  so 
long  as  there  eiist  such  prgudices  and  hindrances  as  do  avowedly 
warp  our  views  and  distort  the  meaning  of  Scripture.  Indeed, 
it  most  oocur  to  the  mind  of  any  one  versed  in  literary  critiiasm, 
that  a  wide  difference  exists  between  the  method  adopted  by 
commentatorB  on  Scripture,  and  that  pursued  bv  editors  of  unia- 
spired  writings.  To  arrive  at  the  meaning  in  the  author's  Boind 
at  the  time  he  wrote,  is  the  aim  of  every  expositor  of  the  dassics. 
To  discover  firom  the  words  of  an  inspired  miter  a  plausible 
pretext  for  some  theory  of  their  own,  seems  the  object  in  view 
when  the  Bible  is  examined  by  critics,  or  read  by  the  Christian 
public.  In  the  one  case,  the  words  are  examined  and  compared 
m  order  to  ascertain  the  sense;  in  the  other,  the  sense  is^  for  the 
most  part,  presumed,  and  tbsn  adapted  to  the  words.  The 
causes  of  such  a  contrast  are  numerous.  The  Bible  is  much 
more  interwoven  with  the  worldly  interests  of  its  votaries  than 
the  works  of  Horace  or  Homer  ever  can  be.  While  the  verses 
of  Virgil  are  criticised  only  by  a  few,  the  Bible  is  discussed  by 
thousands,  and  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  persons  £uniliar 
with  Scripture,  is  the  anxiety  not  to  appear  singular,  by  gaining 
some  acquaintance  with  a  book  which  is  in  the  hands  of  every 
one.  Next  follows  the  desire  to  maintain  by  ailment  the 
riews  which  such  slight  acquaintance  has  imparted,  since  pride 
and  the  wish  to  retain  the  character  of  consistency  often  concur 
in  strengthening  the  determination  to  hold  to  tenets  men  have 
once  avowed.  Biblical  interpretation  is,  besides,  often  here- 
ditary;  oftener  the  result  of  education^  but  most  frequently  has 
no  stronger  foundation  than  hearsay.  It  is  not  surprising  that 
a  pious  son  should  look  for  his  father's  opinions  on  regions 
matters  in  the  Bible,  and  his  filial  affection  will  quickly  find 
a  warrant  for  some  doctrine  which  (though  he  knew  it  not)  he 
was  resolved  to  prove  from  Scriptiire.  The  student  of  some 
cherished  and  revered  Alma  Mater  will  exercise  his  ingenuity  in 
adapting  the  Bible  to  the  tenets  with  which  his  youth  was  ia- 
doctrinated  by  men  who  appeared  to  him  giants  in  erudition. 
The  persevering  attendant  on  the  ministrations  of  a  popular 
preacher  will  mould  the  Scriptures  into  perfect  harmony  with  ' 
the  expositions  which  so  often  delighted  him.  That  such  a 
practice  exists  of  accommodating  Biblical  texts  to  suit  precon- 
ceived views,  no  thoughtful  religionist  will  deny.  Nor  is  it  less 
self-evident  that  men  who  would  scorn  to  be  thought  partial^ 
dwell  especially  on  those  texts  which  seem  to  establish  their 
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opinions  to  tlie  exclusion  of  passages  which  throw  a  different 
light  on  those  views^  and  greatly  modify  them.  The  Bible^  in 
short,  is  studied  now-a-days  rather  to  corroborate  than  to  correct 
religious  prejudices.  Practically,  at  least,  such  is  the  result,  for 
omitting  the  case  of  multitudes  whose  interest  and  opinions  go 
together,  or  whose  j^de  leads  them  to  act  as  champions  of  para- 
doxes, there  are  vast  numbers  of  weU-intentioned,  religious  men, 
who  are  quite  unaware  of  the  many  temptations  and  artificial 
stumbling  blocks  with  which  they  are  impeded  in  their  search 
after  truth.  The  power  of  these  obstacles  to  hide  or  distort  the 
meaning  of  Scripture,  depends,  in  great  part,  on  the  fact  that 
they  are  unsuspected.  They  require  only  to  be  known  and  their 
influence  ceases,  but  so  long  as  they  continue  unobserved,  there 
is  great  danger  that  men  will  be  ^^  ever  learning  and  never  com- 
ing to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth.'' 

The  danger  we  are  speaking  of  lies  not  so  much  in  the  num- 
ber or  strength  of  the  preconceptions  with  which  men  strive  to 
make  Scripture  square,  but  in  the  existence  of  any  preconception 
at  all;  because,  if  we  admit  that  Christianity  is  a  system  of 
religion,  nothing  is  more  certain  than  that  a  false  view  of  one 
part  of  the  plan  affects  the  whole.  The  effect  of  the  architecture 
is  lost  when  the  parts  are  viewed  in  a  false  light,  or  through 
differing  mediums.  The  Biblical  reader  who  begins  his  labour 
with  a  preconception  of  any  doctrine,  will  resemble  one  who,  in 
travelling,  has  diverged  from  the  right  road ;  all  his  future  energy 
is  expended  in  vain,  and  his  yery  efforts  to  advance  will  lead  hun 
farther  and  farther  from  his  destination.  It  is  not,  therefore,  the 
number  of  false  impressions  with  which  we  approach  the  study 
of  Scripture  that  requires  to  be  guarded  against,  because  the  ex- 
istence of  one  is  fatal ;  if  one  false  step  be  taken,  one  groundless 
notion  be  entertained,  a  single  untenable  theory  be  adopted,  all 
future  efforts  are  frustrated  by  the  first  erroneous  idea,  and  the 
little  leaven  of  bigotry,  prejudice,  or  mistake,  will  leaven  the 
whole  scheme  of  divine  revelation.  What  may  be  termed  the 
natural  causes  of  the  failure  which  so  many  are  doomed  to  meet 
with  in  the  investigation  of  Scriptural  truth,  are,  strange  to  say, 
more  readily  seen  and  more  easily  overcome,  than  those  artifi- 
cial ones  to  which  allusion  has  been  made,  and  for  this  reason, 
that  the  latter  are  supposed  to  be  helps  to  the  attainment  of  the 
meaning,  and  we  seldom  suspect  impediments  from  the  means 
devised  to  assist  our  progress. 

Thus  it  is  much  more  easy  to  convince  a  student  of  the 
Bible,  that  his  education,  or  the  undue  influence  of  authority, 
may  have  insensibly  modified  his  researches,  than  to  make  him 
believe  that  the  division  of  the  Scriptures  into  chapters  and 
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tencB  may  have  served  as  an  obstacle  to  tlie  right  understanding 
of  them.  And  yet  the  latter  is  no  less  the  fact.  For,  not  to 
mention  the  interruption  in  the  narrative  caused  by  the  division 
into  chapters,  often  leading  to  a  sacrifice  of  the  sense  for  the 
sake  of  convenient  points  for  commencing  and  ending  our  read- 
ing, the  system  of  chapter  and  verse  has,  in  many  other  ways, 
proved  a  real  stumbling  stone  to  the  generality  of  readers.  It 
may  not  be  generally  known  that  the  division  into  chapters  was 
borrowed  by  the  Jews  from  the  Christians,  and  the  subdivision 
of  chapters  into  verses  by  the  Christians  from  the  Jews.  Car- 
dinal Hugo  is  said  to  have  been  the  first  publisher  of  the  whole 
Scriptures  in  chapters ;  and  Robert  Stephanus  was  the  arbitrary 
inventor  of  our  present  verses,  a.d.  1550.  This  arbitrary  distri- 
bution of  the  sacred  language  was  adopted  for  the  purpose  of 
facilitating  reference  from  concordances,  which  both  Hngo  and 
Stephanus  were  then  busily  engaged  in  perfecting ;  bnt  vrithout 
the  smallest  intention  of  assisting  the  reader  to  understand  the 
sense  of  Scripture.  This  is  not  generally  reflected  on,  to  the 
great  detriment  of  the  Biblical  student.  The  generality  of 
readers  naturally  conjecture  that  such  care  and  tronble  would 
not  have  been  undei^ne  unless  for  the  express  purpose  of  pen- 
ciling out  the  text  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  it  appear  as  intel- 
ligible as  possible.  This  idea,  however,  never  enteml  the  minds 
of  the  inventors.  Indeed,  the  numbers  of  the  verses  were  at 
first  placed  in  the  mai^n,  so  as  to  interfere  but  little  with  the 
flow  of  the  narrative,  but  by  d^rees  they  were  introduced  into 
the  body  of  the  text.  -  And  it  is  as  absurd  to  suppose  this  versifi- 
cation to  be  an  aid  to  the  reader,  as  it  would  be  to  imagine  that 
the  division  of  a  county  into  townships  and  lots  was  made  for  the 
purpose  of  facilitating  travelling,  and  not  for  the  convenience  of 
reference  and  description.  The  system  of  verses,  thus  originally 
adopted  for  the  facility  of  reference,  has  since  proved  a  source  of 
much  misapprehension;  every  verse  being  regarded  as  equally 
important  with  another  (each  being  as  much  as -the  word  of  God 
as  another),  becomes  a  maxim  or  a  proverb ;  and  should  it  con- 
tain either  a  command  or  admonition,  is  quoted  as  positive 
authority,  without  reference  to  its  position  in  the  context,  or  its 
modification  by  other  verses.  That  most  popular  verse,  "  Search 
the  Scriptures,'^  would  be  unhesitatingly  adduced  by  nine-tenths 
of  the  Christian  world  as  inculcating  the  duty  of  reading  our 
Bibles.  Now,  though  this  is,  to  a  certain  extent,  a  perversion  of 
the  passage,  and  that,  too,  to  a  good  and  useful  purpose,  yet 
nothing  is  more  dangerous  than  to  strain  a  text  of  Scripture 
beyond  its  legitimate  bearing.  All  the  evil  consequences  which 
follow  firom  an  argument  which  proves  too  much,  are  sure  to 


1857.]  t>oe8  the  Bible  need  Re-translaiing  ?  369 

follow;  and  when  the  discovery  is  made  that  the  text  does  not 
prove  all  that  the  reader  so  long  supposed  it  did,  a  reaction  sets 
in,  and  the  text  which  was  once  used  to  prove,  and  which  in 
reality  does  prove,  a  great  deal,  is  thrown  aside  as  proving  no- 
thing. The  text  alluded  to  above  is  an  instance  in  point.  It  is 
generally  quoted  in  complete  forgetfalness  of  the  facts,  that  the 
words  were  addressed  to  Jews,  that  they  might  obtain  testimony 
to  the  Messiahship  of  Christ,  and  that  "the  Scriptures'*  meant 
the  Old  Testament  only.  Had  St.  John's  Gospel  been  printed 
without  division  into  verses,  the  text  would  most  probably  have 
been  applied  to  its  legitimate  object ;  it  would  have  been  regarded 
with  a  view  to  the  circumstances  under  which  it  was  uttered,  but 
as  it  now  stands,  the  Christian  world  regard  it  as  a  pithy  sen- 
tentious declaration  of  God's  will  concerning  our  obligation  to 
examine  the  whole  Bible. 

The  imperceptible  influence  which  the  verse  system  exercises 
on  most  readers  is  strengthened  by  the  fact,  that  rules  of  uni- 
versal application,  and  plain,  decisive  assertions,  are,  for  the  most 
part,  given  in  detached  verses.  "  As  ye  would  that  men  should 
do  unto  you,  even  so  do  unto  them ;"  "  God  is  a  Spirit,  and  they 
that  worship  him,  must  worship  him  in  spirit  and  in  truth;" 
these,  and  such  like  texts,  are  of  universal  application,  indepen- 
dent of  the  context.  The  Bible  abounds  with  so  many  of  these 
passages,  which  become  familiar  to  the  mind,  assuming  the  cha- 
racter of  proverbs,  that  the  superficial  reader  b^ns  to  attach  to 
every  verse  the  same  oracular  and  independent  import.  Verses 
come  to  be  considered,  not  as  dependent  sentences  in  the  history 
or  discourse,  but  as  so  many  distinct  by-laws  of  the  sacred 
authors.  It  is  also  worth  considering  how  far  the  love  of  being 
able  to  produce  a  laconic  reply  in  support  or  refutation  of  some 
Scriptural  topic,  may  combine  with  the  distaste  felt  by  so  many 
to  follow  out  a  chain  of  reasoning,  and  thus  tempt  men  to  rest 
contented  with  an  armoury  of  texts,  instead  of  a  treasury  of 
ideas.  It  is  this  temptation  which  prompts  some  persons  to  base 
the  claims  of  the  Christian  Sabbath  on  the  first  clause  of  the 
Fourth  Commandment.  The  words,  *^  Remember  the  Sabbath 
day  to  keep  it  holy,"  is  such  a  succinct,  definite,  and  authori- 
tive  verse,  that  it  is  much  easier  to  quote  it  than  to  follow  the 
line  of  argument,  by  which  we  may  prove  from  Scripture  that 
the  Christian  Sabbath  has  the  sanction  of  inspiration.  And  thus 
the  Fourth  Commandment  will  be  urged  as  the  law  under  which 
we  observe  Sunday,  even  by  those  who  admit  that  we  neither 
keep  the  same  day,  nor  the  same  description  of  Sabbath,  that 
was  prescribed  to  the  Jews.  Again,  from  childhood.  Christians 
are  instructed  by  means  of  verses;   nor  perhaps  can  this  be 
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avoided;  bot  unfortunately  venes  learned  in  diildliood  by  rote, 
insenaibly  obtain  an  oracular  power  oyer  tbe  mind  of  the  adult. 
Many  of  these  texts  operate  beneficially,  but  otkers  injuriously; 
chiefly  those  which  i^te  to  matters  of  doctrine ;  so  that  we 
cannot  be  too  careful  in  our  selection  of  those  verses  which  we 
oblige  the  young  to  commit  to  memory. 

It  would  be  almost  needless  to  jproye  how  much  the  meaning 
of  Scripture  is  a£fected  by  punctuation.  Now,  though  the  words 
of  the  Bible  in  the  original  tongue  are  the  oflspring  of  inspira- 
tion, the  punctuation,  which  is  often  the  key*stone  to  the  sens^ 
is  the  work  of  uninspired  men,  and  of  comparatively  recent  in- 
vention. The  early  MSS.  contoin  no  sudi  marlgsi  as  our  commas 
and  colons,  which  did  not  come  intense  until  the  eighth  centniy. 
When,  then,  we  consider  that  the  chapters  are  divided  into  so 
many  separate  verses,  without  much  attention  to  punctuiktion, 
while  each  verse  is  made  to  commence  with  a  capital  letter,  can 
we  wonder  if  multitudes  of  superficial  readers  can  dther  mistake 
the  sense,  or  regard  every  verse  as  an  independoit  law,  having  no 
more  connexion  with  its  neighbour  than  one  of  the  oommand- 
ments  has  with  the  other  nine.  We  have  a  remarkable  instance 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  verse  system  has  caused  complete 
misapprehension  of  the  writer's  meaning,  in  Col.  ii.  21 ;  the  words, 
'^  Touch  not,  taste  not,  handle  not,''  have  been  often  quoted  as 
forbidding  the  indulgence  of  the  senses  of  touch  and  taste  on  in- 
spired authority;  whereas  the  words  are  used  by  the  apostle  to 
exemplify  those  ordinances  which  theColossians  we^  not  to  regard. 
Had  those  words  been  included  in  the  foregoing  verse,  or  had 
a  (viz.)  been  inserted,  there  could  have  been  no  difficulty  in 
ascertaining  the  meaning.  Again,  in  the  twelfth  verse  of  the 
same  chapter,  the  words  ^^  Buried  with  him  in  baptism  '^  are  as 
closely  connected  with  the  preceding  verse  as  can  possibly  be, 
but  as  the  verses  now  stand,  many  fail  to  see  the  analogy  drawn 
by  the  apostle  between  baptism  and  circumcision,  and  lose  the 
force  of  the  argument  in  favour  of  infant  baptism,  which  may  be 
derived  from  the  fact  that  St.  Paul  calls  baptism^  Christian  dr^ 
cumcision. 

But  the  number  of  places  in  which  the  context  is  mystified 
or  altogether  ignored  on  account  of  the  false  impressions  excited 
by  the  verse  system,  are  so  great  that  it  would  be  a  tedious  task 
to  enumerate  them,  though  he  would  render  theology  a  valuable 
service  who  should  give  to  the  world  a  complete  list  of  those 
passages.  It  was,  probably,  the  convenience  of  having  at  hand 
such  short  themes  for  sermons,  such  as  verses  supply,  that  in- 
duced the  clergy  originally  to  take  single  verses  for  the  subject 
of  consideration  in  their  cUscourses,  but  unquestionably  the  habit 
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of  founding  long  addresses  on  single  texts  has^  besides  other  evils, 
propagated  the  error  of  attaching  undue  importance  to  isolated 
sentences  of  the  inspired  volume.  The  mass  of  Christians  having 
been  taught- to  consider  all  Scripture  as  given  by  inspiration  of 
God,  by  which  they  understand  every  verse,  one  equally  with 
another,  and  perceiving  that  the  clergy  almost  invariably  use  but 
one  verse  to  inculcate  or  forbid  any  subject  in  hand,  at  last 
begin  to  think  any  one  verse,  without  reference  to  its  connexion, 
as  decisive  authority.  Should  a  person  possessed  of  this,  idea, 
get  hold  of  a  verse  which  seems  tp  him  a  plain  command  or 
admonition,  or  which,  by  a  little  acconmiodation  he  can  make 
such,  there  is  at  once  a  foundation  laid  for  undying  prejudice, 
verses  which  explain  or  modify  the  text  in  question  being  perhaps 
unlocked  for,  or  unheeded.  Again,  the  influence  exercised  by 
proverbs  on  the  mind  of  man  is  great  and  lasting.  Now,  if 
Scripture  verses,  through  repetition,  or  any  of  those  causes 
alluded  to  above,  become  proverbial,  how  great  is  the  danger 
lest  those  texts  be  selected  for  the  purpose  which  derive  their 
meaning  from,  or  are,  in  a  great  degree,  neutralized  by  other 
texts.  Unless  the  signification  of  the  verse  is  complete,  '^  in  se 
teres  atqiie  rotundus/'  it  will  produce  all  the  bad  eiEFects  of  a  false 
proverb.  And  when,  besides  this  danger,  we  reflect  on  the  ten- 
dency of  human  nature  to  select  one-sided  assertions,  and  the 
great  probability  that  the  same  texts  will  not  become  favourites 
with  all,  or  even  a  majority,  in  any  Christian  family  or  congre- 
gation, it  seems  absolutely  necessary  to  call  attention  to  the 
influential  character  of  verses,  as  such ;  and  to  warn  the  reader 
of  the  Bible  against  the  mistake  of  practically  interpreting 
St.  Paul's  epistles  after  the  same  manner  as  the  Proverbs  of 
Solomon. 

We  conscientiously  believe,  that  reform,  such  as  we  have 
suggested,  in  the  printing,  and  not  in  the  translation  of  the 
Bible,  is  the  one  thing  needful ;  and  that  no  perfection  in  textual 
revision,  or  translation,  will  be  satisfactory,  so  long  as  the  Bible 
continues  to  be  arbitrarily  divided  into  sentences  without  regard 
to  the  meaning.  For  these  reasons  we  haU  with  pleasure  the  pub- 
lication of  Annotated  Paragraph  Bibles,  such  as  are  now  con- 
stantly issuing  &om  the  English  press ;  and  we  feel  convinced 
that  they  will  do  much  to  supply  the  Christian  community  with 
every  advantage  that  its  advocates  expect  to  derive  from  a  re- 
translation, 

*4(*  Some  remarks  on  the  above  paper  will  be  found  in  the  department  of  Jntel^ 
ligence. — Ed.  /.  S,  L, 
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In  the  last  number  of  this  Journal  there  appeared  a  brief  notice 
of  the  valuable  work  of  Mr.  Loftns,  and  a  hope  was  then  ex- 
pressed that  we  might  be  able  to  enter  somewhat  more  My 
into  the  bearing  of  his  researches  upon  ancient  history,  and 
more  especially  in  relation  to  the  Holy  Scriptures.  To  this 
subject  we  propose  to  devote  the  present  paper. 

The  vast  plain  of  the  Euphrates  and  of  the  Tigris^  from  the 
moimtains  of  Armenia  to  the  Persian  Oulf^  abounds  in  associa- 
tions and  monuments  which  render  it  peculiarly  worthy  of  inves- 
tigation. Those  who  are  familiar  with  the  pages  of  Herodotus^ 
Xenophon,  Arrian,  and  other  ancient  writers,  will  remember  the 
numerous  allusions  and  records  which  relate  to  this  extraordinaiy 
district.  By  the  Greeks  and  Romans,  the  annals  of  its  inhabi- 
tants were  regarded  as  of  immense  antiquity;  it  was  considered 
to  be  the  source  of  European  nations,  and  as  the  cradle  and 
nursery  of  many  of  the  arts  of  civilized  life.  The  gods  them- 
selves were  often  associated  with  it.  Marvellous  tales  were  told 
of  the  kingdoms  which  had  flourished  there,  of  the  gigantic 
cities  which  had  been  built  there,  and  of  their  commerce,  wealth, 
and  glory.  All  these  and  many  other  things  are  sure  to  make 
it  a  desirable  and  attractive  study. 

If  fipom  secular  we  turn  to  sacred  literature,  it  is  still  the 
same.  In  the  region  alluded  to.  Scripture  places  the  first  king- 
doms and  cities  which  existed  after  the  flood.  The  families  bj 
which  the  earth  was  repeopled  went  forth  from  it.  It  was  the 
original  dwelling  of  the  patriarch  Abraham,  the  progenitor  of 
the  chosen  people  of  God.  No  small  prominence  is  given  in  the 
Bible  to  Babylon,  Nineveh,  and  the  mighty  kingdoms  of  Assyrian 
and  Chaldsean  kings.  There  too  we  have  the  most  striking  pre- 
dictions and  narratives  of  the  overthrow  of  all  this  greatness,  as 
well  as  a  host  of  passages  which  relate  to  the  pursuits  and  pecu- 
liar circumstances  of  the  people,  and  to  the  productions  and 
commerce  of  the  territory.  Hence,  perhaps,  the  subject  is  still 
more  attractive  and  important  to  the  Biblical  student. 

For  a  long  lapse  of  ages  this  remarkable  country  was  but 
little  visited  and  known  by  Europeans,  and  only  in  modem  times 
has  much  been  done  to  reveal  it.     The  obscurity  in  which  it  lay 
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was  owing  not  merely  to  the  decline  of  its  own  glory,  but  partly 
to  the  decline  of  the  great  empire  of  Rome,  and  the  growth  of 
those  Mohammedan  powers  which  waged  incessant  war  with 
European  Christians.  Recently,  however,  much  has  been  done 
to  explore  these  ancient  lands,  and  in  consequence  great  light 
has  been  thrown  upon  many  passages  of  Scripture  and  of  the 
classics. 

It  will  be  unnecessary,  however,  now  to  enumerate  either 
the  discoverers  or  their  discoveries  in  Mesopotamia  and  the 
adjacent  regions,  because  it  has  been  a  prominent  feature  in 
this  Journal  to  record  such  things  as  they  occur. 

Among  the  many  forms  which  a  laudable  curiosity  may  take 
is  that  in  which  it  seeks  to  discover  and  identify  the  sites  of 
those  ancient  cities  which  have  long  since  perished  from  the 
earth,  but  which  occupy  a  more  or  less  distinguished  place  in 
Holy  Scripture.  The  volume  of  Mr.  Loftus  contributes  to  this 
end,  as  well  as  to  the  elucidation  of  some  passages  of  the  Bible, 
which  will  now  be  read  with  all  the  more  interest,  as  they  will 
be  better  imderstood. 

In  order  not  to  protract  this  paper  to  an  improper  length,  we 
shall  confine  our  attention  to  two  or  three  only  of  the  places 
most  prominently  set  forth  by  Mr.  Loftus,  and  which  have  refer- 
ence to  Scripture  passages.  We  will  commence  with  Niffar, 
which  is  supposed  to  represent  the  ancient 

Calneh. 

Respecting  Calneh  very  little  is  known.  The  earliest  mention 
of  it  is  to  be  found  in  the  book  of  Genesis,  where  it  is  spoken 
of  as  one  of  the  cities  of  the  kingdom  of  Nimrod,  *'  Calneh  in 
the  land  of  Shinar.'^  The  Septuagint  calls  it  "Chalanne  in 
the  land  of  Senaar,"  and  the  Vulgate  also  calls  it  Chalane.  In 
the  Syriac  Peshito  it  is  termed  Chelyo  j  but  the  Chaldee  Targum 
describes  it  as  ^^Calneh  in  the  land  of  Babel.^'  The  Ethiopic 
agrees  with  the  Vulgate.  Shinar  is  ordinarily  understood  of  the 
country  round  Babylon,  but  the  term  appears  to  have  a  more 
extensive  application.  Calneh  is  not  mentioned  elsewhere  in 
Scripture,  except  in  Amos  vi.  2,  in  connection  with  Hamath 
and  Gath ;  but  the  same  place  appears  to  be  meant  in  Isaiah  x. 
9,  where  we  read  of  Calno,  and  again  along  with  Hamath.^  This 
latter  city,  as  is  well  known,  was  in  Syria,  on  the  Orontes,  and 
the  Greek  Epiphaneia.  If  we  are  required  to  suppose  that 
Calneh  was  near  to  Hamath,  we  cannot  look  for  it  at  Niflfar, 

^  In  Ezek.  xxvii.  23«  we  read  of  Canneh,  which  is  prohabiy  the  same  with  Calneh. 
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wluch  is  mucli  too  ftr  aoutb,  bat  we  are  not  aware  that  tlie 
oocttrrenoe  of  the  names  together  requires  this  oondnsion. 
Jerome^  Eusebius,  and  other  old  writers  look  for  Calneh  at 
Ctesiphon^  opposite  Selendi^  on  the  Tigris.  The  reason  for 
this  is  mainly  becanse  a  provinoe  thereabrat  was  termed  Chalo- 
nitis,  as  we  may  learn  from  Strabo,  Polybins,  Dionysius,  and 
others.  The  statement  of  Ammianus  MarceUinus :  '^  Ctesiphoii, 
quamVardanes  priscis  temporibus  instituit^  posteaqne  rex  Facoros 
incolaram  viribos  amplificatam  et  maenibus^  Graeco  indito  nomine 
Persidis  effecit  specimen  simimnm;'''  seems  to  be  not  correct; 
and  even  if  it  were,  would  merely  shew  that  the  plaee  had 
changed  its  name.  Bochart,  however,  thinks  that  the  city 
originally  called  Calneh  was  afterwards  c»lled  Cteoiphon,  and  in 
this  opinion  he  has  been  followed  by  many  subsequent  writers. 
If  Cdneh  was  Ctesiphon  it  was  the  chief  dty  of  Chalonitis,  and 
of  the  Parthians. 

Basil,  Cyril,  and  others  of  the  fathers,  supposed  that  here 
stood  the  tower  of  Babel,  because  the  Septuagint  of  Isaiah  x.  9 
speaks  of  '^  the  country  above  Babylon  and  Chalane,  where  the 
tower  was  built.''  Hence  EustatUus  says,  '^  men  were  said  to 
be  called  iiiptnres,  because  of  the  separation  (awo  rov  p^purfuA) 
which  took  place  after  the  tower  was  erected  at  Chidane.  It 
would  be  eas^  to  shew,  as  Bochart  has  done,  that  the  origin  of 
this  notion  is  founded  upon  an  evident  mistranslation  (^  the 
Septuagint. 

Sir  Henry  Bawlinson  has  suggested  that  the  true  site  of 
Calneh  is  to  be  looked  for  at  Niffiur,  a  suggestion  which  Mr. 
Loftus  is  disposed  to  entertain.  The  opinions  of  Sir  Henry  are 
thus  referred  to  by  Mr.  Loftus : — 

"  It  may  not  be  uninteresting  at  this  point  to  state  the  opinion  of 
Sir  Henry  Bawlinson  on  the  important  ruins  of  NifPar.  He  considers 
that '  the  names  of  the  eight  primeval  cities,  preserved  in  the  tenth  chapter 
of  Genesis,  are  not  intended  to  denote  capitals  then  actually  built  and 
named,  but  rather  to  point  out  the  localities  where  the  first  colonies  were 
established  by  titles  which  became  famous  under  the  empire,  and  which 
were  thus  alone  familiar  to  the  Jews.*  He  regards  the  site  of  Niffaras 
the  primitive  Calneh — ^the  capital  of  the  whole  region.  It  was  dedicated 
to  Belus,  and  was  called  the  city  of  Belus.  Hence  he  concludes  that  this 
was  the  true  site  of  the  Tower  of  Babel ;  and  that  from  it  originated  the 
Babylon  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  on  the  banks  of  the  Euphrates,  at  HiDah. 
The  existing  remains  were  built  by  the  earliest  king  of  whom  we  have  anj 
cuneiform  monuments,  about  2300  B.C.,  but  whose  name  cannot  be  read 

e  Ammian.  MarceU.,  lib.  xxiii.,  cap.  vi.  Pacorus  died  at  the  beginniDg  oi  ^^ 
second  century,  a.d.  Polybius,  who  expressly  refers  to  Gtesiphon  (lib.  v.),  diS  about 
122  B.C. 
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with  certainty.  It  was  then  called  Tel  Ann,  from  the  god  Ann,  our 
scriptural  Noah,  who  was  worshipped  there  under  the  form  of  the  Fish 
God  Oannes,  of  whom  we  have  representations  on  the  bas-reliefs  of 
Nineveh ;  the  name  NifFiar  was  subsequently  given  to  it.  The  old  titles 
were  retained  when  the  Talmud  was  composed,  the  writers  of  which  say 
that  Calneh  was  Niffar,  and  they  call  the  place  Nineveh ;  but  the  Nineveh 
of  Assyria  was  certainly  at  Mosul — *  Out  of  that  land  went  forth  Ashur 
and  builded  Nineveh.' " 

Before  making  any  remarks  upon  this  passage^  we  shall  quote 
Mr.  Loflus*s  general  description  of  the  ruins  : — 

''  The  present  aspect  of  Niffar  is  that  of  a  lofty  platform  of  earth  and 
rubbish,  divided  into  two  nearly  equal  parts  by  a  deep  channel — appa- 
rently the  bed  of  a  river — about  120  feet  wide.  Nearly  in  the  centre  of 
the  eastern  portion  of  this  platform  are  the  remains  of  a  brick  tower  of 
early  construction,  the  d^brU  of  which  constitutes  a  conical  mound  rising 
seventy  feet  above  the  plain.  This  is  a  conspicuous  object  in  the  distance, 
and  exhibits,  where  the  brick-work  is  exposed,  oblong  perforations  similar 
to  those  seen  at  the  Birs  Nimrud,  and  other  edifices  of  the  Babylonian 
age.  The  western  division  of  the  platform  has  no  remarkable  feature, 
except  that  it  is  strewed  with  fragments  of  pottery,  and  other  relics  of  a 
later  period  than  the  tower  above  alluded  to.  At  the  distance  of  a  few 
hundred  yards  on  the  east  of  the  ruins,  may  be  distinctly  traced  a  low 
continuous  mound^-the  remains,  probably,  of  the  external  wall  of  the 
ancient  city." 

The  existence  of  the  ruins  of  an  ancient  city  in  this  place, 
and  the  difficulty  of  identifying  them  with  any  other  place 
mentioned  in  Scripture,  certainly  favour  the  supposition  that 
here  was  Calneh :  but  we  see  no  good  reason  for  fixing  upon  this 
as  the  site  of  the  original  Tower  of  BabeL  We  naturally  look 
for  the  four  cities  mentioned  in  Genesis  x.,  in  the  plain  between 
the  two  rivers,  and  expect  to  find  them,  if  not  at  equal,  yet  at 
considerable  distances  from  each  other.  Nifiar  is  within  the 
supposed  limits,  and  its  central  position  between  Babylon  and 
Warka,  or  Erech,  is  in  favour  of  its  being  Calneh.  That  it  was 
not  the  original  Babel  seems  to  follow  necessarily  from  Genesis 
X.  10,  compared  with  xi.  9,  inasmuch  as  it  is  distinguished  from 
it.  Upon  this  careful  distinction  of  the  two  places  in  the  sacred 
text  we  are  most  disposed  to  rely,  in  rejecting  the  theory  that 
the  Tower  of  Babel  stood  at  Calneh.  Still,  in  the  absence 
of  any  historical  evidence  to  the  contrary,  we  are  inclined  to 
thiQk  that  the  ruins  at  Niffar  are  those  of  Calneh. 

Ebech. 

It  was  the  opinion  of  many  ancient  writers  that  Erech  was* 
Edessa,  called  by  the  Syrians  ^oi5ol,  i.e.,  UrJm.    But  in  the 
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Peshito^  Erech  is  called  Orocli,  and  it  most  probably  was  not  so 
far  north  as  Edessa.  The  idea  of  Bochart  is  far  more  tenable ; 
he  supposes  it  to  be  the  Arecca  of  Ptolemy,  and  the  Arecha  of 
Ammianus  Marcellinus,  with  which  the  Areccm  campi  of  Ti- 
buUus  no  doubt  agree.  Ardericca,  which  Herodotus  places  at 
210  stadia  from  Susa^  may  be  the  same,  although  he  speaks  of 
it  as  so  situated  that  those  who  sail  up  the  Euphrates  approach 
it  three  times  on  as  many  different  days,  owing  to  the  sinuosities 
of  the  river.  But  it  is  certain,  that  whatever  may4)e  the  refer- 
ences contained  in  these  passages,  there  exist  at  Warka  ancient 
remains  of  such  magnitude,  that  Mr.  Lofbus  says,  ^^  of  all  the 
ruins  in  Chaldsea  these  alone  are  worthy  to  rank  with  those  of 
Nineveh  and  Babylon.*' 

Soon  after  his  first  visit  to  Warka,  Mr.  Loftus  obtained  per- 
mission to  return,  and  spent  a  few  weeks  in  exploring  the  ruins. 
On  a  subsequent  occasion  he  met  with  better  success.  This  time 
he  not  only  obtained  a  more  complete  knowledge  of  the  place^  but 
reaped  a  rich  harvest  of  antiquities.  As  we  cannot  enter  much 
into  detail,  we  will  only  observe  that  Warka  is  situated  about 
120  miles  S.E.  of  Babylon.  Its  ruins  shew  that  it  was  a  lai^ 
and  populous  city ;  and  its  name  at  once  suggests  the  Erech  of 
the  book  of  Grenesis.  Mr.  Loftus  supposes  it  to  be  the  Orchoe 
alluded  to  by  Pliny  and  Strabo. 

Sir  Henry  Rawlinson  has  sought  to  identify  Warka  with  Ur 
of  the  Chaldees,  by  means  of  a  Jewish  tradition.  This  is  scarcely 
tenable ;  and  the  same  authority  has  supposed  that  Ur  is  to  be 
looked  for  at  Mugeyer,  another  ruin  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Euphrates,  farther  south,  and  almost  at  the  jimction  of  the  two 
rivers.  We  do  not  think  either  of  these  places  accords  with  the 
conditions  required  by  the  biblical  narrative,  and  would  much 
rather  seek  for  Ur  at  Edessa. 

In  reference,  however,  to  Warka,  we  feel  no  difficulty  in 
admitting  its  claim  to  be  the  Erech  of  the  inspired  narrative. 

We  proceed  to  give  Mr.  Loftus's  sketch  of  the  ruins : — 

"  They  stand  in  latitude  about  31^  19'  N.  and  in  longitude  about 
45^  40'  E.,  and  are  distant  four  miles  from  the  nearest  point  on  the 
eastern  bank  of  the  Euphrates.  An  elevated  tract  of  desert  soil,  ten  miles 
in  breadth,  is  slightly  raised  above  a  series  of  inundations  and  marshes 
caused  by  the  annual  overflowing  of  the  Euphrates.  Upon  this  are  situated 
not  only  Warka,  but  Sinkara,  Tel  Ede,  and  Hammam — all  unapproach- 
able, except  from  November  to  March,  during  which  months  the  river 
assumes  its  lowest  level,  and  occasionally  admits  of  access.  This  belt  of 
.elevated  soil  extends  from  a  few  miles  south  of  Warka,  in  a  N.E.  direc- 
tion, to  the  meres  of  the  Affej  already  mentioned.  Towards  the  south 
and  east  the  land  of  Ghaldsea  is  swallowed  up  in  (i  chain  of  marshes. 
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through  which,  at  long  interyals,  an  island  or  an  ancient  mound  appears 
above  the  horizon  of  waters.  This  character  of  the  district  appears  from 
historical  evidence  to  have  obtained  from  the  earliest  times,  and  is  duly 
represented  in  the  Nineveh  sculptures  during  the  period  of  Sennacherib. 
While  the  inundation  prevails,  reeds  and  coarse  grass  skirt  the  border  of 
the  water,  and  a  few  stunted  tamarisk  bushes  flourish  for  a  time  at  a  little' 
higher  level ;  but  with  the  retiring  of  the  water  vegetation  rapidly  dies, 
and  in  a  few  short  weeks  nothing  but  dried  rushes  and  leafless  twigs  are 
to  be  seen  on  a  parched  sandy  desert. 

"  The  desolation  and  solitude  of  Warka  are  even  more  striking  than 
the  scene  which  is  presented  at  Babylon  itself.  There  is  no  life  for  miles 
around.  No  river  glides  in  grandeur  at  the  base  of  its  mounds ;  no  green 
date  groves  flourish  near  its  ruins.  The  jackal  and  the  hysena  appear  to 
shun  the  dull  aspect  of  its  tombs.  The  king  of  birds  never  hovers  over 
the  deserted  waste.  A  blade  of  grass  or  an  insect  flnds  no  existence 
there.  The  shrivelled  lichen  alone,  clinging  to  the  weathered  surface  of 
the  broken  brick,  seems  to  glory  in  its  universal  dominion  upon  those 
barren  walls.  Of  all  the  desolate  pictures  which  I  have  ever  beheld,  that 
of  Warka  incomparably  surpasses  all.  There  are,  it  is  true,  lofty  and 
imposing  structures  towering  from  the  surrounding  piles  of  earth,  sand, 
and  broken  pottery,  but  all  form  or  plan  is  lost  in  masses  of  fallen  brick- 
work and  rubbish.  These  only  serve  to  impress  the  mind  more  fully  with 
the  complete  ruin  and  desertion  which  have  overtaken  the  city.  Its 
ancient  name  even  is  lost  to  the  modern  tribes,  and  little  is  known  with 
certainty  of  its  past  history.  Nineveh,  Babylon,  and  Susa  have  their 
peculiar  traditions,  but  ancient  Warka  and  its  sanctity  are  forgotten  as 
though  they  had  possessed  no  previous  existence. 

**  Standing  upon  the  summit  of  the  principal  edifice  called  the  Bu-' 
w&riyya,  in  the  centre  of  the  ruins,  the  beholder  is  struck  with  astonish- 
ment at  the  enormous  accumulation  of  mounds  and  ancient  relics  at  his 
feet.  An  irregular  circle,  nearly  six  miles  in  circuniference,  is  defined  by 
the  traces  of  an  earthen  rampart,  in  some  places  forty  feet  high.  An 
extensive  platform  of  undulating  mounds,  brown  and  scorched  by  the 
burning  sun,  and  cut  up  by  innumerable  channels  and  ravines,  extends, 
in  a  genersJ  direction  north  and  south,  almost  up  to  the  waU,  and  occu- 
pies the  greatest  part  of  the  enclosed  area.  As  at  Niffar,  a  wide  channel 
divides  the  platform  into  two  unequal  parts,  which  vary  in  height  from 
twenty  to  fifty  feet ;  upon  it  are  situated  the  principal  edifices  of  Warka. 
On  the  western  edge  of  the  northern  portion  rise,  in  solemn  grandeur, 
masses  of  bricks  which  have  accumulated  around  the  lower  stories  of  two 
rectangular  buildings  and  their  various  offlces,  supposed  to  be  temples,  or 
perhaps  royal  tombs.  The  bleached  and  lichen-covered  aspect  of  the 
surface  attests  the  long  lapse  of  ages  which  has  passed  since  the  enter- 
prising hand  of  man  reared  them  from  above  the  surrounding  level  desert. 
Detached  from  the  principal  mass  of  platform  are  several  irregularly- 
shaped  low  mounds  between  it  and  the  walls,  some  of  which  are  thickly 
strewed  with  lumps  of  black  scoria,  as  though  buildings  on  their  summits 
had  been  destroyed  by  fire.  At  the  extreme  north  of  the  platform,  close 
to  the  wall,  a  conical  mound  rears  its  head  from  the  surrounding  waste  of 
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luiiia— the  barrow  probabW  of  some  ancieiit  Scyth.  Waika,  in  the  days 
of  her  greatness,  was  not,  bowerer,  confined  within  the  limit  of  her  walls; 
her  suburbs  may  be  traced  by  ruined  buildings,  mounds,  and  pottery,  My 
three  miles  beyond  the  ramparts  into  the  eastern  desert.  Due  north,  at 
the  distance  of  two  miles  from  the  Buwanyya,  is  the  dome-shaped  pile  of 
Nuffayji,  which  rirals  the  central  ruin  itseLT  in  height,  and  stands  the 
adTanoed  guard  of  the  city.  Near  it  several  smaller  barrows  are  strewed 
around  without  apparent  order  or  design.  On  the  north-east  is  another 
large  mound,  resembling,  but  smaller  than,  NufCayji. 

*'  Porlom  splendour  and  tmbroken  solitude  reign  undisturbed  on  the 
mins.  With  the  exception  of  the  Tnweyba  tribe,  the  Arabs  shnn  a  site 
which  is  held  to  be  the  abode  of  evil  spirits,  and  none  will  dare  to  pass  a 
night  upon  the  doleful  spot. 

"  The  view  of  the  surrounding  horizon  is  not  more  cheering  than  that 
of  the  desolate  scene  within  the  walls.  During  seasons  of  drought  (for  I 
have  visited  Warka  at  no  other  time),  seldom  is  an  Arab  tent  or  herd  of 
cattle  discernible  on  any  side.  In  the  clear  sky  of  morning  or  evening  it 
is  only  possible  to  make  out  a  few  spots  which  mark  the  winding  course 
of  the  Euphrates  at  the  junction  of  the  Hillah  and  Semava  streams,  El- 
Khithr  trees  and  Kfiia's  Dur^i — old  settlements  casually  inhabited. 

"  Tel  Ede  on  the  north-north-east,  Sinkara  on  the  east-south-east,  and 
a  few  date-trees  on  the  marshes  of  the  K^hr,  are  all  that  the  eye  finds  to 
dwell  upon  in  the  opposite  direction.  The  intervemng  space  is  a  dr)-, 
barren,  and  dismal  desert,  void  of  water,  vegetation,  and  inhabitants. 
The  prophecy  of  the  coming  desolation  of  Babylon  is  equally  applicable 
to  Warka : — '  It  shall  never  l^  inhabited,  neither  shall  it  be  dwelt  in  from 
generation  to  generation :  neither  shall  the  Arabian  pitch  tent  there; 
neither  shall  the  shepherds  make  their  fold  there.'  For  probably  eighteen 
centuries,  Warka  has  stood  deserted  and  in  ruins  as  she  now  appears. 
No  wonder  therefore,  that  her  history  is  lost  in  the  oblivion  of  the  past ! 

"  The  external  walls  of  sun-dried  brick  enclosing  the  main  portion  of 
the  ruins  may  be  traced  without  much  difficulty  throughout  their  entire 
circuit.  They  assume  the  form  of  an  irregular  orde  five-and-a-half  nules 
in  circumference,  with  slightly  perceptible  angles  towards  the  cardinal 
points. 

"  They  attain  their  highest  elevation  on  the  north-east  side,  where 
they  are  between  forty  and  fifty  feet  above  the  plain,  but  the  great  quan- 
tity of  rubbish  lying  at  their  base  proves  that  their  original  height  was 
considerably  more.     The  width  may  have  been  perhaps  twenty  feet. 

"From  this  point  they  trend  away  towards  the  south,  gradually 
decreasing  in  hei^t  until  they  become  level  with  the  desert,  exhibiting  at 
intervals  traces  of  the  brick-work  itself.  For  the  most  part,  however, 
they  have  long  since  lost  all  marks  of  their  origin,  and  cannot  be  distin- 
guished from  a  simple  earthen  rampart.  Many  breaks  occur  along  this 
portion  of  the  walls,  some  of  which  were  undoubtedly  entrances. 

"  From  south  to  west  the  course  of  the  wall  is  only  discernible  firom 
the  desert  itself  by  the  darker  colour  of  the  soil  and  the  remains  of  semi- 
oval  turrets,  fifty  feet  apart.  These  were  open  towards  the  city,  and  pos- 
sessed walls  from  four  to  five-and-a-half  feet  in  thickness. 
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"  Towards  the  north-west  the  wall  may  be  followed  over  several  large 
mounds,  covered  with  black  slag  and  scoria,  like  the  refuse  of  a  glaSs^ 
factoiy.  It  is  not  improbable  that  this  was  the  site  of  the  fiirnaces 
where  the  glazed  pottery  hereafter  alluded  to  was  made.  Pottery,  vitrified 
and  inscribed  bricks,  scoria,  and  glass,  are  elsewhere  found  in  abundance 
on  the  surface  of  the  ruins.'^ 

The  preceding  description  will  serve  to  shew  the  magnitude 
and  importance  of  these  remains.  And  the  details  subsequently 
given  by  the  author  fully  justify  this  general  account.  The 
antiquarian  relics  brought  to  light  were  very  numerous  and 
curious.  Among  them  may  be  mentioned  the  ruins  of  edifices, 
which  exhibited  very  striking  architectural  peculiarities.  But, 
perhaps,  the  sepulchral  remains  were  the  most  extraordinary, 
both  for  their  number  and  their  character.  Coflins  and  vases  of 
a  singular  kind  were  found  ;*some  in  the  form  of  a  child^s  top, 
others  in  that  of  a  dish-cover,  and  others  again  fashioned  like  a 
slipper,  aU  of  earthenware.  Other  objects,  including  ornaments, 
tablets  vrith  inscriptions  upon  them,  etc.,  were  also  discovered. 
The  entire  accoimt  of  the  explorations  wiU.  be  read  with  intense 
interest,  and  with  all  the  more  by  the  Biblical  student,  who 
believes  them  to  refer  to  one  of  the  cities  of  Nimrod. 

SiNKHilRA. 

Fifteen  miles  S.B.  of  Warka  are  the  ruins  of  Sinkhara, 
which  are  thus  described : — 

^'  The  ruins  of  Sinkara,  situated  fifteen  miles  south-east  of  Warka, 
stand  on  the  extreme  verge  of  the  broad  desert  ridge,  which,  as  before 
mentioned,  intervenes  between  the  inundations  of  the  Euphrates  on  the 
west,  and  the  marshes  of  the  Shat-el-Kahr  on  the  east.  In  ordinary 
seasons,  the  waters  of  the  Kahr  extend  close  up  to  the  eastern  base  of  the 
ruins.  These  consist  of  a  low  circular  platform,  about  four  and  a  half 
miles  in  circumference,  rising  gradually  from  the  level  of  the  plain  to  a 
central  mound,  the  highest  point  of  which  is  seventy  feet,  and  is  distinctly 
visible  from  Warka  and  the  Euphrates.  Acyoiniug  this  principal  pile  on 
the  north-west,  is  a  low  extensive  ruin,  apparently  consisting  of  a  series 
of  brick  walls  and  pavements.  At  four  hundred  paces,  on  the  north-east 
of  the  great  ruin,  is  a  high  mound  of  large,  half-baked  red  bricks,  at  the 
base  of  which  is  traceable,  by  the  colour  of  the  soil,  the  outline  of  an 
ancient  square  enclosure,  and  small  chambers  between  thick  walls.  The 
south-east  edge  of  the  whole  platform  is  occupied  by  an  undulating  ruin 
of  considerable  extent,  composed  of  mud  bricks,  and  known  to  the  Arabs 
by  the  name  of  '  Jemel,'  or  the  camel,  from  the  peculiar  hump  which 
rises  from  its  centre. 

"The  surface  of  the  rest  of  the  ruins  is  covered  with  pavements, 
varying  from  thirty  to  forty  feet  square,  elevated  a  few  feet  above  the 
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general  debris,  and  oonstroeted  of  smaU  rough  bricks;  on  tbe  nortb-east 
these  paTements  are  of  yeiy  frequent  occurrence. 

'*  it  is  evident,  from  the  first  inspection  of  these  rains,  that  thej  all 
belong  to  one  period,  and  that  no  later  races  of  different  origin  have  built 
upon  the  edifices  erected  by  the  ancient  people.  There  are  no  coins,  no 
gmss,  no  gUuBcd  pottery,  as  at  Warka ;  but  a  uniform  dull  brown  hue  per- 
vades everything  about  the  place :  the  fine  dust,  the  bricks,  the  pottezy, 
are  of  the  same  sombre  colour ;  the  only  relief  being  presented  in  the 
north-east  mound,  whose  deep  red  bricks  ^ord  a  pleasing  contrast  to  tlie 
general  dingy  aspect  of  the  place.  The  soil  on  the  surfiice  of  the  mounds 
at  Warka  was  soft  and  yielding,  but  that  of  Siukara  was  infinitely  mom 
impalpable/' 

Although  there  is  no  biblical  city  whose  name  corresponds 
with  Sinkbara^  we  direct  attention  to  it  here^  because  we  think 
it  is  probably  the  site  of  one  of  the  ancient  cities  mentioned  in 
the  Bible.  Mention  is  made  by  Ainmianns  Marcellinus,  Pliny^ 
and  other  ancient  writers^  of  Singara^  and  by  Ptolemy  of  Sinkar ; 
but  this  was  not  far  to  the  south-west  of  Nineveh,  and  was, 
therefore,  not  the  site  of  the  ruins  referred  to  by  Mr.  Ijoftus. 
The  Singara,  which  was  besieged  by  Shapor,  is  represented  by 
Sinjar.  What  then  is  Sinkhara  ?  If  we  may  venture  to  make 
a  suggestion,  it  would  be  that  it  was  Accad,  cdled  Arcad  in  the 
Septuagint  version  of  Genesis  x.  10,  and  Ochor  in  the  Syriac. 
Bochart  was  inclined  to  look  for  Aecad  at  Sittace,  others  have 
sought  for  it  at  Nisibis,  and  Colonel  Taylor  thought  he  found 
it  at  Akker-Koof,  about  nine  miles  from  the  Euphrates,  where  it 
approaches  nearest  to  the  Tigris,  in  the  old  province  of  Sittacene. 
It  has  been  remarked  that  Sittace  contains  some  of  the  elements 
of  the  name  Accad,  or  Accar,  as  many  suppose  it  to  have  been 
originally  called.  But  if,  as  Sir  H.  BawHnson  says,  Sinkhara 
was  formerly  called  Sikkara,  its  name  contains  the  whole  of  the 
radical  letters  of  the  name  Accar,  with  a  sibilant  prefixed,  a 
modification  which  often  occurs  in  proper  names,  as  well  as  in 
other  words,  both  in  Hebrew  and  Aramaean.^ 

The  previous  remarks  must  suffice  for  the  present,  and  we 
can  only  express  a  hope  that  some  one  will  be  led  to  turn  his 
attention  to  the  subject,  and  we  shall  be  glad  if  any  satisfactory 
conclusion  is  reached. 

Shushan. 
To  the  east  of  the  Tigris,   towards  its  junction  with  the 

^  It  is  worthy  of  notice  that  Accad  is  only  once  mentioned  in  the  inspired  volome, 
and  may  therefore  not  have  attained  to  any  great  celebrity  in  subsequent  ages.  Widie, 
however,  this  renders  the  probability  of  its  identification  less,  it  does  not  prove  its  impos- 
sibility; and,  then,  the  name  of  the  place  may  have  been  altered  at  a  very  early  period. 
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Euphrates,  was  the  ancient  province  of  Susiana,  \rliich  is  cele- 
brated alike  in  the  Scriptures  and  in  classic  authors.  Our  space 
will  forbid  our  doing  justice  to  the  latter,  and  we  shall  therefore 
confine  our  remarks  almost  entirely  to  the  references  in  the 
former.  The  canonical  books  of  Daniel,  Nehemiah,  and  Esther, 
frequently  refer  to  Shushan,  or,  as  the  Greeks  called  it,  Susa, 
and  indeed  the  events  recorded  in  the  book  of  Esther  occurred  at 
this  city.  The  natural  derivation  of  the  name  is  from  Shushan, 
a  lily,  because,  as  Athenseus  and  others  have  thought,  the 
neighbourhood  was  productive  of  that  flower.  The  first  mention 
of  Shushan  in  history  is  about  650  b.c/  After  attaining  great 
splendour  and  magnitude,  Shushan  feU  into  decay,  and  such 
obscurity,  that  modem  writers  have  been  divided  in  opinion  as 
to  its  true  situation.  The  researches  of  Mr.  Lofbus  clear  up  all 
obscurity,  and  henceforth  no  doubt  can  remain/ 

The  following  passages  will  sufi&ce  for  a  general  description 
of  the  present  aspect  of  the  place : — 

"The  principal  existing  remains  consist  of  four  spacious  artificial 
platforms,  distinctly  separated  from  each  other.  Of  these  the  western 
mound  is  the  smsdlest  in  superficial  extent,  but  considerably  the  most 
lofty  and  important.  According  to  the  trigonometrical  measurement  of 
my  friend.  Lieutenant  Glascott,  E.N.,  the  northern  and  highest  point  is 
119  feet  above  the  level  of  the  Shaour  at  the  ford.  In  form  it  is  an  irre- 
gular, obtuse-angled  triangle,  with  its  comers,  rounded  off,  and  its  base 
facing  nearly  due  east.  It  is  apparently  constructed  of  earth,  gravel,  and 
sun-dried  brick,  sections  being  exposed  in  numerous  ravines  produced  by 
the  rains  of  winter.  The  sides  are  so  perpendicular  as  to  be  inaccessible 
to  a  horseman  except  at  three  places.  The  measurement  round  the 
summit  is  about  2850  feet.  In  the  centre  is  a  deep  circular  depression, 
probably  a  large  court,  surroimded  by  elevated  piles  of  building,  the  fall 
of  which  has  given  the  present  configuration  to  the  surface.  Here  and 
there  are  exposed,  in  the  ravines,  traces  of  brick  walls,  which  shew  that 
the  present  elevation  of  the  mound  has  been  attained  by  much  subsequent 
superposition. 

'^  About  half-way  down  the  slope  of  the  south-west  side  lies  a  large 
fragment  of  cherty-fracturing  blue  limestone,  which  appears  to  have  been 

e  Herodotus  speaks  of  Susa,  i.,  188 ;  and  alludes,  v.,  54,  to  the  tradition  which 
ascribes  its  foundAtion  to  Memnon.  Milton,  whose  classic  lore  was  very  extensive, 
says: — 

**  Xerxes,  the  liberty  of  Greece  to  yoke, 
From  Susa,  his  Memnonian  palace  high, 
Came  to  the  sea." 

Paradite  Lmt,  z.,  307-9. 
/  As  is  weU  known,  some  modem,  as  weU  as  older,  geographers,  have  looked  for 
Susa  at  Shuster,  another  place  in  the  same  district  as  Shush,  where  Mr.  Loftus  con- 
ducted his  operations.    After  the  discoveries  of  that  gentleman,  all  the  claims  of 
Shuster  must  be  surrendered. 
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part  of  an  obelisk.  The  upper  side  bears  thirty-three  lines  of  complicated 
character  in  a  Scythic  dialect  of  the  cuneiform,  not  at  present  deciphered, 
although  Sir  Henry  Bawlinson  has  succeeded  in  reading  upon  it  the  name 
of  an  early  king  called  Susra.  Other  blocks  of  similar  stone,  and  another 
of  sandstone.  He  upon  the  plain  below. 

**  Separated  from  the  citadel  on  the  west  by  a  channel  or  ravine,  the 
bottom  of  which  is  on  a  level  with  the  external  desert,  is  the  central 
great  platform,  covering  upwards  of  sixty  acres.  The  highest  point  is  on 
the  south  side,  where  it  presents  generally  a  perpendicular  escarpment  to 
the  plain,  and  rises  to  an  elevation  of  about  seventy  feet ;  on  the  east 
and  north  it  does  not  exceed  forty  or  fifty  feet.  The  eastern  face  mea- 
sures three  thousand  feet  in  length.  Enormous  ravines  penetrate  to  the 
very  heart  of  the  mound. 

**  The  north  mound,  a  considerable  square  mass,  seems  to  have  been 
added  at  the  north-west,  and  a  smaller  mass  at  the  south-east  comer  of 
this  mound.  A  slight  hollow  occurs  between  the  north  block  and  the 
main  portion  of  this  great  platform,  and  was  perhaps  an  ancient  road- 
way. 

"  The  eastern  platform,  called  upon  the  plan  the  ruins  of  the  city,  is 
very  extensive,  but  its  limits  are  less  easily  defined,  because  its  edges  sink 
gradually  into  the  plain. 

"  There  are  no  traces  of  walls  for  the  protection  of  the  city,  and  al- 
though Strabo  alludes  to  them,  it  is  probable  that  Susa  depended  much 
more  upon  its  natural  defences,  the  rivers  of  its  province,  than  upon 
earthen  ramparts. 

"  Upon  the  extensive  series  of  low  mounds,  extending  to  the  Dizfiil 
river,  are  two  tombs.  Imams  'Abbas  and  Ibrahim-el-Khahl,  which,  like 
that  of  Danielj  ere  built  of  bricks  and  small  capitals  of  white  marble  firom 
the  ruins." 

Undoubtedly  one  of  the  most  splendid  discoveries  macle  in 
these  times  is  that  of  the  '  palace '  so  often  named  in  Scripture 
in  connexion  with  Shushan.  Successive  excavations  enabled  the 
explorers  to  complete  the  ground-plan  of  this  extraordinary 
edifice : — 

*'  The  Great  Hall  at  Susa  consisted  of  several  magnificent  groups  of 
columns,  together  having  a  frontage  of  three  hundred  and  forty-three  feet 
nine  inches,  and  a  depth  of  two  hundred  and  forty-four  feet.  These 
groups  were  arranged  into  a  central  phalanx  of  thirty-six  columns  (six 
rows  of  six  each),  flanked  on  the  west,  north,  and  east,  by  an  equal 
number,  disposed  in  double  rows  of  six  each,  and  distant  from  them 
sixty-four  feet  two  inches. 

"  Of  the  inner  phalanx  the  positions  of  twenty-one  columns  were 
determined,  and  many  others  doubtless  might  be  discovered  by  excava- 
tion ;  but,  as  it  was  necessary  to  make  the  utmost  use  of  my  funds,  I 
was  obliged  to  rest  satisfied  with  ascertaining  the  actual  plan  of  the 
edifice. 

"  Of  the  external  groups,  there  remained  on  the  west  three  of  the 
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inner  row — ^the  original  discoveiy  of  Colonel  Williams, — and  a  large  frag- 
ment of  another  among  the  debris  upon  the  slope  of  the  mound.  It 
doubtless  belonged  to  the  outer  row  of  the  same  group. 

*'  Three  large  basement  slabs  of  the  inner  row  alone  remained  of  the 
northern  series ; — but,  of  the  eastern  group,  the  positions  of  two  in  each 
row  were  ascertained ;  the  rest  are  either  still  buried,  or  had  long  since 
fallen  down  the  slope  of  the  mound. 

"  It  was  in  consequence  of  the  outer  rows  being  destroyed  in  the 
western  and  northern  groups,  that  neither  Colonel  Williams  nor  myself 
at  first  succeeded  in  finding  the  rest  of  the  columns.  We  might  have  dug 
boles  all  over  the  mounds  at  twenty-seven  feet  three  inches  apart,  com- 
mencing from  our  separate  starting  points,  and  neither  of  us  would  by 
this  means  hav€  discovered  another  column  !  As  another  instance  of  the 
luck  attending  excavations,  I  may  mention  that  Colonel  Williams  actually 
dug  two  trenches  between  the  rows  of  columns ;  whereas  a  few  feet  devia- 
tion from  the  straight  line  must  have  inevitably  revealed  one  of  them  I" 

We  particularly  direct  attention  to  the  peculiarity  observable 
in  the  form  of  the  bases  of  the  columns  referred  to.  They 
resemble  an  inverted  flower^  and  very  little  imagination  is 
required  to  see  in  it  the  common  white  garden  lily.  In  any 
case,  it  is  well  known  that  the  word  ]wte — ^Shushan,  though  re-- 
gularly  translated  lily,  was  used  to  designate  other  flowers; 
and  in  Kitto^s  CyctopcBdia,  we  have  the  lotus  figured  under  the 
head  of  '  Shushan.'  We  mention  this,  because  Mr.  Loftus 
calls  the  flower  at  the  base  of  the  columns  a  lotus.  There  is 
very  probably  some  connexion  between  this  peculiarity  in  the 
Susian  architecture  and  the  name  of  the  place ;  at  any  rate  the 
coincidence  is  very  remarkable. 

It  appears  from  the  account  of  Mr.  Loftus,  that  the  prin- 
cipal hadl  or  court  of  the  palace  at  Shushan  consisted  of  thirty- 
six  columns  in  parallel  rows  of  six  each.  This  central  hall,  of  a 
himdred  and  forty  feet  in  length  and  the  same  in  width,  was 
flanked  on  three  sides,  east,  west,  and  north,  by  three  colonnades 
of  six  rows  of  pillars,  two  in  each  row,  parallel  with  three  of  its 
sides,  making  in  all  seventy-two  pillars.  Behind  this,  which  is 
called  "  the  court  of  the  garden  of  the  kiag^s  palace,^'  towards 
the  south,  stood  the  private  and  domestic  apartments  of  the  king 
and  his  household.^    A  reference  to  the  ground-plan  of  the  Fer- 

ff  The  references  in  classic  authors  to  the  palace  at  Shushan  and  to  the  city  as  the 
(winter)  residence  of  the  Persian  kings,  are  so  numerous,  that  we  have  not  deemed  it 
necessary  to  give  them :  it  may  he  enough  to  mention  Herodotus,  Xenophon,  Polyhius, 
Dio,  Max.  Tyrius,  etc.,  down  to  Ammianu^  MarceUinus.  Pliny  fNat  Histt  yi.,  27), 
in  idlusion  to  this  celebrated  palace,  ascrihes  its  foundation  to  the  son  of  Darius  Hys- 
taspes.  He  also  speaks  of  the  citadel  of  Susa,  and  of  a  famous  temple  of  Diana, 
on  the  banks  of  the  river  Eul»us. 

Sua  was  captured  by  the  followers  of  Mohammed  about  a.d.  640,  and  very  little 
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aepolitan  rains  will  be  sufficieiit  to  shew  that  the  arrangements 
there  and  at  Snsa  were  the  same.  The  number  and  position  of 
the  columns^  as  well  as  the  general  plan  of  the  other  parts  of  the 
palace,  appear  to  correspond  exactly.  In  both  also  the  graud 
central  hall  faced  the  north.  Prior  to  the  discoyeries  of  Mr. 
Loftns,  it  was  supposed  firom  the  references  in  the  book  of 
Esther  that  there  was  a  resemblance ;  and  in  his  notes  on  this 
book,  in  his  Pictorial  Bible,  Dr.  Kitto  makes  full  use  of  the 
details  respecting  Persepolis.  The  knowledge  we  have  of  the 
arrangements  at  Persepolis  may  be  of  assistance  to  future  ex- 
plorers of  Shushan ;  ana  we  have  no  doubt  that  the  coincidences 
already  traced  between  the  plan  and  architecture  of  the  two 
palaces  will  be  multiplied. 

The  discovery  of  the  palace,  and  of  the  plan  of  it^  furnishes 
a  most  interestmg  iUustration  of  the  passages  in  Esther  which 
refer  to  Shushan.  The  inspired  narrative  corresponds  with  Mr. 
Loftus's  description  of  the  place,  as  far  as  it  is  possible.  The 
vast  courts  with  its  marble  pillars  and  pavement,  are  no  longer  a 
mystery. 

Mr.  Loftus  also  succeeded  in  identifying  the  river  XJlai  of 
the  book  of  Daniel,  and  the  Eukeus  of  the  Greeks,  with  the 
ancient  channel  of  a  river  that  once  flowed  near  the  palace.* 
The  particulars  are  given  in  the  following  quotation : — 

'*  My  first  inquiries  were  directed  to  Sheikh  Mohammed,  whose  age 
and  constant  migrations  over  the  adjoining  plains  seemed  most  likely  to 
afford  the  required  information.  I  was  not  long  in  ascertaining  that  his 
authority  was  valuable.  He  told  me  that,  many  years  ago,  a  bifurcation 
of  the  Kerkhah  took  place  near  Pai  F^,  soon  after  issuing  from  the 
mountains ;  that  the  eastern  branch  of  the  river  flowed  about  two  miles 
eastward  of  the  great  mound  at  Shush ;  and  that  after  absorbing  the 
Shaour  at  a  point  below  a  ford,  now  called  Umm-et-timmen,  it  flowed  to 
its  junction  with  the  K&run  at  Ahwaz. 

"  A  few  days  subsequent  to  this  conversation,  during  a  ride  to  Dizful, 
soon  after  passing  the  last  of  the  undulating  low  mounds  which  extend  in 
that  direction,  I  noticed  a  considerable  depression,  and  immediately  pro- 
nounced it  to  be  the  eastern  and  extinct  branch  of  the  Kerkhah,  to  which 
Mohammed  had  aUuded.     Its  width  is  not  less  than  nine  hundred  feet, 

has  been  heard  of  it  since  that  time.  If  Benjamin  of  Tudela  is  to  be  trusted,  he 
visited  Shushan  in  the  twelfth  century  of  the  Christian  era,,  and  found  there  "  very 
large  and  handsome  buildings  of  ancient  date  "  (Bohn's  Ed.,  p.  105) ;  or  as  the  Latin 
translation  has  it :  **  In  cujus  ruims  est  Schusan  metropolis,  regis  Assneri  quondam 
regia ;  ubi  magnum  et  elegant  JEdificium  inde  a  prisds  diebus  remanet " — \i  «^^ 
:D^3^to*i;7  0^^  ntr;)  V^i^  |r3^.  He  adds  that  there  were  there  7000  Jews,  and  four- 
teen synagogues,  and  tells  an  amusing  story  about  the  tomb  of  the  prophet  Daniel, 
which  is  still  shewn  there.  The  capture  of  Susa  is  related  by  Gibbon,  chap.  IL 
h  In  old  maps  the  river  Sulnus  is  represented  as  £dling  into  the  Persian  Golil 
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and  its  depth,  drifted  up  with  sand,  varies  from  twelve  to  twenty  feet. 
This  depth  of  channel  below  the  level  of  the  plain  completely  established 
in  my  mind  its  importance  as  the  bed  of  a  once-navigable  stream  ;  while 
the  numerous  remains  of  irrigating  canals  with  high  embankments,  which 
diverge  from  it  on  either  side,  proved  it  to  have  been  a  main  artery.  The 
Arabs  of  the  locality  call  it  the  *  Shat  atik,'  or  *  ancient  river/  In  corro- 
boration of  this  fact,  a  small  runner  of  water  from  the  Kerkhah  flows 
along  the  course  of  the  old  channel,  and  is  exhausted  in  the  cultivation  of 
the  lands  on  the  eastern  side  of  the  ruins.  It  is  the  last  water-course 
crossed  on  the  road  from  Dizful  to  Susa. 

"  I  subsequently  crossed  this  old  channel  at  several  different  points, 
and  observed  that  it  everywhere  retained  the  same  character.  Nothing 
would  have  afforded  me  greater  pleasure  than  tracing  its  entire  course, 
but  other  duties  claimed  my  attention,  and  obliged  me  unwillingly  to  quit 
the  plains  of  Susa. 

**  The  existence  of  this  ancient  channel  being  once  established,  and 
its  identity  with  the  historical  EulaBus  admitted,  it  is  no  difficult  matter 
to  reconcile  all  the  apparent  discrepancies  of  the  early  geographers.  We 
can  fully  understand  how,  in  consequence  of  its  connecting  the  Kerkhah 
and  the  Elarun,  its  name  might  be  applied  indiscriminately  to  either  of 
ihem,  and  vice  versa,  by  persons  not  intimately  acquainted  with  the  minute 
features  of  the  country.'* 

The  conclusion  arrived  at,  is  supported  by  one  of  the  Ko- 
yunjik  sculptures  now  in  this  country.  This  is  interesting  from 
the  manner  in  which  it  illustrates  a  passage  of  the  book  of 
Daniel,  chap.  viii.  2  :  ''And  I  saw  in  a  vision,  and  it  came  to 
pass  when  I  saw,  that  I  was  at  Shushan  in  the  palace,  which  is 
in  the  province  of  Elam ;  and  I  saw  in  a  vision,  and  I  was  by  the 
river  of  Ulai.'^*  A  glance  at  Mr.  Loftus^s  plan  shews  us  the 
palace  not  far  from  the  river,  and  explains  at  once  how  Daniel 
could  be  in  the  palace  and  yet  by  the  river.  Minute  and  unde- 
signed coincidences  like  these  furnish  the  most  striking  conlSr- 
znations  of  Scripture.  In  the  face  of  them,  it  is,  for  example, 
difficult  to  maintain  the  theory  of  the  modem  origin  of  the  book 
of  Daniel. 

The  discoveries  of  a  lesser  character,  which  were  made  at 
Shushan  or  Shush,  were  numerous  and  curious.     They  include 

i  The  river  which  flowed  past  Susa  is  called  by  Herodotus,  Choaspes,  but  more 
generally  Eulaeus.  The  difficulty  may  be  resolved  by  supposing  either  that  there  were 
two  rivers  near  the  dty,  or  that  the  one  river  had  two  names,  which  is  most  likely. 
Pliny  says  of  it :  ^*  Ipse  in  magna  cseremonia.  Siquidem  reges  non  ex  alio  bibunt,  et 
ob  id,  in  longinqua  portant/'  He  probably  has  in  mind  the  similar  account  of  Hero- 
dotus in  Ms  fint  book.  Milton,  to  whom  we  have  already  alluded^  improves  upon 
this  statement : — 

**  There  Susa  by  Choaspes'  amber  stream, 
The  drink  of  none  but  kings/' 

Paradite  Regamedi  iii.,  287-8. 


886  The  Emblems  of  St.  JoAn.— Rev.  v.,  vi.  [July^ 

a  number  of  images  of  the  goddess  Tanaitis  or  Venus ;  a  quantity 
of  Kufic  coins  (p.  399),  and  of  tarthian  (p.  405) ;  a  Greek  in- 
scription, the  characters  of  which  were  turned  upside  down ;  and 
other  objects,  which  we  need  not  particularize. 

We  cannot  but  believe  that  the  discoveries  detailed  by  Mr. 
Loflus  will  prove  gratifying  to  all  the  friends  of  biblical  learning 
and  research,  and  we  trust  that  further  explorations  will  be  fol- 
lowed by  valuable  and  important  results,  if  not  by  results  so 
novel  and  striking.  The  thanks  of  those  who  are  interested  in 
the  illustration  and  confirmation  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  will  be 
freely  tendered  to  such  a  man  as  Mr.  Lofbus,  and  his  book  will 
secure  him  an  honourable  name  among  those  who  have  thrown 
light  upon  the  geography  of  the  Bible. 

And  surely,  such  researches  do  more  than  satisfy  our  curi- 
osity; they  strengthen  our  faith;  they  shew  the  historic  and 
minute  accuracy  of  the  sacred  records,  which  are  thus  removed 
farther  continually  from  the  carping  and  questioning  of  scep- 
ticism. Already  they  have  received  a  measure  of  verification 
such  as  no  other  ancient  documents  can  ever  expect.  Nothing 
has  occurred  to  shake  our  confidence  in  them,  but  everything  in 
the  history  of  modem  research  in  Bible  lands  strengthens  it. 
We  know  not  why,  but  it  seems  as  if  the  greatest  discoveries  to 
establish  the  veracity  of  the  Scriptures  have  been  reserved  for 
the  age  which,  if  it  most  needs  them,  can,  we  think,  appreciate 
them  most,  and  use  them  best.  So  sure  are  we  of  the  results^ 
that  we  earnestly  hope  research  may  go  on  until  every  province 
and  every  ruin,  wluch  at  all  relates  to  the  Bible,  has  been 
thoroughly  investigated. 

B.  H.  C. 


ANAIiTSIS  OF  THE  EMBLEMS  OF  ST.  JOHN.-Bev.  v.,  vi 

(Continued  from  No.  VIII.,  p.  344.) 

Verse  1,  "  And  I  saw  in  the  right  hand  of  him  that  sat  on 
the  throne  a  book  written  within  and  on  the  backside,  sealed 
with  seven  seals."  From  John  seeing  in  the  right  hand  of  him 
that  sat  on  the  throne,  a  book,  we  may  conclude,  that  although 
the  seer  refrains  from  describing  him  farther  than  by  comparing 
him  to  a  jasper  and  a  sardine  stone,  he  must  yet  have  appeared 
in  human  shape.     This  circumstance  shews  that  the  mind  of 
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man  is  incapable  of  forming  a  conception  of  him  who  created  all 
things^  except  through  the  medium  of  a  human  form.  It  may 
be  further  inferred  that  this  form  was  no  other  than  that  of 
Christy  through  whom  alone  the  Father  is  made  manifest. 
:  By  '^a  book''  we  must  of  course  understand  a  double  roll, 
such  as  were  all  the  books  of  the  ancient  Hebrews^  the  parch- 
ments being  wound  on  two  rollers^  by  separating  which^  and 
unrolling  each  portion  in  succession^  the  volume  could  be  read. 
This  book  is  called  *'  a  volume  written  within  and  on  the 
back,  sealed  with  seven  seals.''  In  the  edition  of  Griesbach^ 
there  is  a  variation  on  the  reading  of  this  passage  given  in 
a  note,  making  it  stand  thus  : — ''  a  book  written  within,  and  at 
the  back  sealed  with  seven  seals.''  Buf  he  gives  no  authority 
for  this  punctuation,  of  which  the  arrangement  of  the  words  in 
the  original  will  scarcely  admit.  Had  this  been  the  true  mean- 
ing, the  arrangement  would  probable  have  been,  ^'a  book 
written  within,  and  sealed  on  the  back  with  seven  seals." 
Besides,  it  is  known  that  the  ancients  did  sometimes  write  on 
both  sides  of  the  parchment,  which  was  then  called  ^'opistho- 
graphos"  or ''back- written."  It  therefore  appears  more  pro- 
bable, that  this  roll  was  of  that  kind.  It  would  be  rash,  how- 
ever, to  conclude  that  the  entire  parchments  composing  the  roll 
were  continuously  written  on  both  sides  throughout  their  whole 
length.  The  description  here  given  would  be  exactly  satisfied 
by  supposing,  that  only  the  exterior  volute  of  the  roll  was  written 
on  the  back — ^that,  in  fact,  this  outer  writing  was  a  mere  in- 
dorsation bearing  only  a  small  proportion  to  what  was  written 
within.     The  importance  of  this  point  will  appear  hereafter. 

The  seven  seals  attached  to  the  book  were  evidently  for  the 
purpose  of  joining  the  two  rollers,  and  preventing  their  being 
separated,  so  as  to  admit  of  what  was  written  on  the  inner  sur- 
face of  the  parchments  being  read,  until  the  whole  seven  seals 
were  broken.  Such  being  the  case,  we  should  err  were  we  to 
conclude  that,  on  the  breaking  of  each  seal,  a  portion  of  what 
was  written  on  the  inside  of  the  roll  was  revealed.  We  ought 
rather  to  infer,  that  no  part  of  the  mysteries  contained  in  the 
interior  of  the  volume  was  revealed  until  the  whole  seven  seals 
were  broken,  so  as  to  admit  of  the  unrolling  of  the  parchments. 
With  the  writing  on  the  back,  however,  it  was  quite  otherwise. 
It  could  be  all  read  while  the  seals  were  in  the  course  of  being 
broken ;  that  is,  supposing  the  back- writing  to  have  extended  no 
farther  than  to  the  outer  volute  of  the  roll. 

The  circumstance  of  there  being  seven  seals  may  farther 
typify  the  sevenfold  character  of  the  mysteries  sealed  up  in  the 
book,  of  which  we  have  examples  in  the  seven  trumpets  and  the 
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Beven  vials.  These  numerous  seals  may  also  signify  the  extreme 
difficulty  attending  the  opening  and  reading  of  the  volume — an 
idea  further  developed  in  the  sequel. 

Why  is  the  angel  whom  John  saw  proclaiming  with  a  loud 
voice,  described  as  '^a  strong  angel?''  Seemingly,  in  order 
that  his  voice  might  reach  to  the  uttermost  bounds  of  the 
habitable  universe — a  notion  further  implied  in  his  proclaiming 
with  a  loud  voice.  The  same  idea  appears  involved  in  its  being 
said,  that  John  '^  sa  V  the  angel  proclaiming,  from  which  it  may 
be  inferred  that  the  apostle  saw  him  turn  in  every  direction  to 
make  his  proclamation.  His  being  called  a  strong  angel  may 
have  this  farther  signification,  that  mere  physical  strength  or 
intellectual  power  was  unavailing  to  enable  any  created  being  to 
open  and  read  the  book :  for  if  such  could  have  availed,  this 
powerful  angel  should  have  been  able  to  open  it  himself.  This 
idea  appears  to  be  farther  developed  in  the  words  of  the  pro- 
clamation, which  begins — ^not  "who  is  abk?'*  or  who  is  strong 
enough  ?  but  "  who  is  worthy  to  open  the  book :"  shewing  that 
merit,  not  merepotc^er,  was  required  for  this  purpose. 

The  circumstance  however,  that  all  the  persons  and  things 
introduced  into  this  vision  have  a  symbolical  or  representative 
character,  renders  it  highly  probable  that  this  mighty  angel  who 
challenges  heaven  and  earth  to  produce  one  worthy  to  open  the 
book,  has  a  similar  representative  character — ^that  he  is  not 
any  individual  of  the  angelic  host,  possessing  great  power,  but 
the  emblem  of  an  idea.  To  understand  this  point,  it  is  neces- 
sary to  bear  in  mind  that,  in  reference  to  the  mysteries  of  re^ 
demption,  it  is  affirmed  that  "  these  things  the  angels  desire  to 
look  into.''  It  thus  appears  that  they  participate  in  that  desire 
to  pry  into  the  mysteries  of  Ood  which  is  so  vehement  in  the 
human  mind.  Indeed,  this  thirst  for  knowledge,  and  more  es- 
pecially for  a  knowledge  of  the  future,  is  inherent  in  every 
created  intelligence.  There  hence  arises  a  strong  probability 
that  it  is  this  spirit  of  inquiry  which  is  personified  by  this  mighty 
angel,  who  manifests  so  great  an  anxiety  to  find  some  one  worthy 
to  open  and  reveal  the  contents  of  the  sealed  volume.  His  being 
called  a  strong  angel  may  therefore  indicate  the  strength  of  this 
spirit  of  curiosity  in  the  abated  mind ;  while  the  loudness  of  his 
voice  may  denote  the  anxiety  both  of  angels  and  men  to  obtain 
a  glimpse  of  the  yet  unfulfilled  designs  of  the  Deity  with  respect 
to  the  human  race. 

"  And  no  man  in  heaven,  nor  in  earth,  neither  under  the 
earth,  was  able  to  open  the  book,  neither  to  look  thereon."  It 
is  to  be  regretted  that  our  translators  have  given  this  turn  to 
the  expression  here  used,  the  proper  rendering  being  "  no  one 
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in  heaven :''  thus  embracing  all  intelligent  created  beings,  not 
men  alone.  It  is  remarkable  that  John  speaks  of  intelligent 
beings  not  only  in  heaven  and  earth,  but  also  under  the  earth. 
This  seems  to  imply,  that  there  may  be  regions  in  the  interior 
of  the  earth,  which  are  the  abodes  of  intelligent  beings.  What 
are  we  to  understand  by  the  word  '*  heaven^'  here  employed  ? 
Is  it  the  vast  expanse  of  ether,  or  the  countless  orbs  floating  in 
that  expanse?  Is  it  conceivable  that  there  can  be  intelligent 
beings  living  in  the  ^ure  ether,  or  have  we  any  grounds  for 
such  a  supposition  ?  It  is  surely  much  more  reasonable  to  sup- 
pose that  the  orbs  of  heaven  are  all  or  nearly  all  inhabited,  and 
that  the  heaven  here  mentioned  comprehends  all  those  habitable 
orbs.  We  thus  have  here  designated  three  regions,  containing 
intelligent  creatures — namely,  the  orbs  of  heaven,  the  surface 
of  the  earth,  and  some  unknown  region  in  the  interior  of  the 
earth. 

It  is  worthy  of  note,  as  indicating  that  the  outer  writing  of 
the  book  was  capable  of  being  read  without  breaking  the  seals, 
that  it  is  here  affirmed,  not  only  that  no  one  was  found  able 
to  open  the  book,  but  that  none  was  able  even  to  look  upon  it, 
so  as  to  read  what  was  written  on  the  back. 

The  absence  of  any  intelligent  being  in  the  universe  worthy 
to  open  the  book,  shews  it  to  have  been  necessary  for  one  such 
to  be  created  on  purpose.  The  sorrow  of  the  apostle  on  finding 
that  there  was  no  one  worthy  to  open  the  book,  may  represent 
the  unhappiness  in  which  the  human  race  would  have  remained 
had  no  one  been  provided  to  unfold  the  mysteries  of  redemption. 

On  the  supposition  that  the  twenty-four  elders  represent 
twenty-four  virtues,  may  not  the  elder  who  spoke  to  John  be  he 
who  represented  brotherly  kindness,  and  who  was  touched  with 
compassion  on  seeing  the  distress  of  the  apostle  ? 

The  titles,  '"Lion  of  the  tribe  of  Judah''  and  "Root  of 
David,''  point  clearly  to  the  Messiah  promised  in  the  Old  Testa- 
ment, as  being  he  who  had  prevailed  to  open  the  book.  This 
expression  "prevailed''  further  confirms  the  idea  of  the  extreme 
difficulty  attending  the  opening  of  the  book;  .while  the  ascrip-* 
tion  of  worthiness  which  follows  shews  that  it  was  by  merit,  not 
by  might,  that  the  Messiah  prevailed  to  open  the  mysterious 
volume. 

The  lamb,  now  for  the  first  time  seen  by  John,  must  be  re- 
garded as  a  type  of  the  humanity  of  Christ,  viewed  apart  from 
his  divinity.  This  circumstance  clearly  indicates  that  the 
human  nature  of  Christ,  including  of  course  his  human  soul, 
was  not  eternal,  but  introduced  into  the  universe  for  the  express 
purpose  of  unfolding  the  mysteries  of  redemption.    The  appear* 
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anee  of  tbe  lamb  in  the  midst  of  the  throne  seems  to  imply, 
not  only  the  high  dignity  of  the  Messiah^  but  also  his  intimate 
nnion  with  the  divine  nature,  typified  by  him  that  sat  on  the 
throne.  His  being  in  the  midst  of  the  four  living  beings  may 
import,  that  he  was  made  a  partaker  of  the  divine  attributes 
which  these  beings  represent;  while  his  being  surrounded  by 
the  twenlT-fonr  elders  may  signify  that  he  possessed^  in  perfec- 
tion, all  the  virtues  which  these  symbolize. 

Seeing  the  Oreek  word  here  rendered  "  slain''  is  that  usually 
applied  to  victims  slain  in  sacrifice,  it  may  be  hence  fairly  in- 
ferred, that  this  lamb  appeared  as  if  it  had  been  sacrificed.  In 
the  selection  of  a  slain  liunb,  for  this  emblem,  there  is  an  obvi^ 
ous  allusion  to  the  scriptunil  declaration,  that  Christ  was  the 
Lamb  slain  from  the  foundation  of  the  world.  Ought  we  not 
then  to  understand,  by  this  expression,  that  the  lamb  slain  at 
the  first  institution  of  sacrifice,  at  the  foundation  of  human 
society,  was  a  symbol  of  the  true  "  Lamb  of  God  which  taketh 
away  the  sins  of  the  world." 

From  the  circumstance  of  a  separate  emblem  being  intro- 
duced to  symbolize  the  human  nature  of  Christ,  and  that  em- 
blem being  a  Lamb  slain  in  sacrifice,  we  may  gather  that  it  was 
the  human  nature  of  Christ  alone  that  was  made  a  sacrifice  for 
sin,  and  that  suffered  unto  death ;  not  the  divine  nature  which 
dwelt  in  him  in  all  its  fulness  bodily,  and  which  is  symbolized 
by  him  that  sat  on  the  throne. 

Seeing  the  Lamb  appeared  not  prepared  to  be  sacrificed,  but 
as  if  it  had  been  already  sacrificed,  we  are  taught  thereby,  that 
at  the  time  of  the  vision  the  promised  Messiah  had  already  been 
offered  in  sacrifice ;  and  further,  that  the  sacrifice  having  been 
once  made  is  now  complete,  and  needs  no  renewal.  The  having 
been  slain  in  sacrifice  being  the  first  and  most  striking  charac- 
teristic of  this  type  of  Christ's  humanity,  it  may  be  hence 
inferred  that  his  sacrificial  death  was  the  primary  end  of  Christ's 
mission^^that  it  is  the  fiindamental  part  of  the  scheme  of 
redemption,  and  was  that  which  specially  rendered  him  worthy 
to  open  the  book. 

The  seven  horns  and  the  seven  eyes  of  the  Lamb  are  said  to 
be  "the  seven  spirits  of  God  sent  forth  into  all. the  earth." 
Why  have  we  this  double  type,  and  what  is  meant  by  these 
jseven  spirits?  The  horn  is  uniformly  employed  in  Scripture  as 
an  emblem  of  power :  we  may  therefore  regard  the  seven  horns 
as  representing  the  seven  species  of  miraculous  power  exercised 
by  Christ,  and  conferred  on  his  disciples,  namely,  healing, 
tongues^  prophecy,  perception  of  other  men's  thoughts,  casting 
out  devils^  raising  the  dead,   controlling  the  elements.     The 
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seven  eyes  must  likewise  be  regarded  as  metaphysical  symbols^ 
Even  in  common  language  we  speak  of  '^  an  eye  of  pity/'  '^au 
eye  of  love/'  etc.  The  seven  eyes  of  the  Lamb  may  therefore 
signify,,  when  regarded  as  turned  towards  man,  the  seven  follow- 
ing, namely,  love,  compassion,  mercy,  forbearance,  faithfulness, 
justice,  desire  to  save ;  and  regarded  as  turned  towards  God, 
love,  admiration,  gratitude,  confidence,  hope,  gladness,  serenity. 
These  may  be  styled  "  spirits  of  God,''  because  they  are  pro- 
duced by  the  influence  of  the  Spirit  of  God;  while  their  being 
sent  forth  into  all  the  earth,  may  import  the  communication  of 
these  to  the  followers  of  Christ, 

What  are  we  to  understand  by  the  Lamb  coming  and  taking 
the  book  out  of  the  right  hand  of  him  that  sat  on  the  throne? 
This  action  may  be  explained  by  the  opening  verse  of  the  first 
chapter  of  the  Apocalypse,  namely,  "  The  revelation  of  Jesus 
Christ  which  God  gave  unto  him,  to  shew  unto  his  servants/' 
This  appears  to  imply  that  the  human  nature  of  Christ  symbol- 
ized by  the  Lamb  obtained  leave  from  the  divine  nature,  sym- 
bolized by  him  that  sat  on  the  throne,  to  disclose  to  his  servants 
the  mysteries  contained  in  the  book,  as  man  would  communi- 
cate with  man.  We  may  accordingly  understand,  by  this 
emblem,  the  permission  given  by  the  Deity  to  unfold  those 
mysteries  to  John. 

Here  a  difficulty  of  no  small  magnitude  presents  itself, 
arising  out  of  the  apparent  incongruity  between  the  form  of  the 
Lamb  and  the  acts  of  taking  hold  of  the  sealed  book,  breaking 
the  seals,  and  unrolling  the  volumes — acts  seeming  to  require, 
for  their  due  performance,  the  facilities  of  the  human  frame. 
Let  any  one  picture  to  himself  those  actions  being  performed  by 
a  lamb,  and  he  will  at  once  perceive  this  incongruity.  The 
difficulty  may  be  surmounted  in  two  ways.  We  may  suppose, 
that  the  emblematic  form  had  only  the  head  of  a  lamb  with 
seven  horns  and  seven  eyes,  the  rest  of  the  figure  being  human, 
thus  resembling  some  of  the  other  symboUcal  forms  in  the 
vision.  Or  we  may  suppose  the  whole  figure,  when  first  seen 
by  the  apostle,  to  have  been  that  of  a  lamb,  but  that  after  he 
had  contemplated  it  awhile,  and  understood  the  meaning  of  the 
type,  the  form  passed  into'  that  of  the  crucified  Saviour,  thus 
shadowing  forth  more  clearly  the  connexion  between  the  ancient 
sacrificial  lamb  and  the  human  nature  of  Christ  sacrificed  for 
sin.  If  such  a  transformation-  occurred  before  the  symbolical 
form  went  and  took  hold  of  the  book  and  opened  the  seals,  all 
incongruity  would  be  avoided ;  and  John  might  still  designate 
the  figure  as  the  lamb,  from  recognizing  its  identity  with  the 
original  form  of  the  emblem.     Either  of  these  two  suppositions 
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would  remove  ttds  difficoltv ;  but  it  does  not  appear  to  be  ad* 
missible  to  supposei  that  what  John  saw  had  no  resemblance  to 
a  Umb  at  all — ^that  it  was  simply  the  human  form  of  Christ 
bearing  the  marks  of  his  crucifixion^  and  that  the  apostle  merely 
calls  him  a  lamb  from  recognising  in  him  ''the  Lamb  of  God 
that  taketh  away  the  sins  of  the  world."  The  description  is  fiir 
too  predse  and  specific  to  allow  of  such  an  explanation^  more 
particularly  as  respects  the  seven  horns  and  the  seven  eyes.  It 
cannot  be  imagined  that  John  saw  nothing  corresponding  to 
these  features^  but  that  he  resorts  to  such  bold  metaphors  to 
designate  the  powers  and  qualities  which  he  recognized  in  the 
Saviour.  We  mighty  with  the  same  propriety^  suppose  that  he 
saw  nothing  corresponding  to  the  compound  forms  of  the  fonr 
living  beings,  or  of  the  great  red  dragon,  or  of  the  leopard-like 
beast  i  but  that,  in  all  these  cases,  what  he  saw  were  human 
forms,  and  that,  from  having  a  perception  of  certain  qualities 
possessed  by  the  persons  whom  these  human  forms  represented, 
he  described  these  qualities  under  the  bold  metaphors  of  animal 
resemblances.  It  is  surely  much  more  reasonable  to  suppose 
that,  in  each  case,  John  describes  what  he  saw,  and  that  the 
metaphysical  idea  was  conveyed  to  him  by  the  symbolization 
rather  than  that  he  directly  apprehended  the  metaphysical  idea, 
and  invented  the  symbolization  to  express  it.  There  seems 
therefore  no  reason  to  doubt  that  John  saw  the  symbolical  form 
of  a  lamb,  such  as  he  here  describes. 

What  are  we  to  gather  from  the  act  of  adoration  paid  by  the 
four  living  beings  and  the  twenty-four  elders  to  the  lamb  ?  This 
symbol  appears  designed  to  teach  us,  that  it  is  the  will  of  Grod 
that  all  men  should  honour  the  Son  even  as  they  honour  the 
Father — ^that  the  man  Christ  is  to  be  worshipped  as  God,  because 
he  is  divine,  and  the  sole  medium  of  personal  manifestation  of 
the  Deity  to  men. 

Ought  we  to  understand,  that  the  four  living  beings  as  well 
as  the  twenty-four  elders  had  harps  and  golden  vials?  From 
the  forms  assigned  to  the  living  beings,  it  seems  more  probable 
that  the  harps  and  vials  were  held  only  by  the  elders.  Seeing 
the  odours  contained  in  the  golden  vials  are  stated  to  be  sym- 
bolical of  prayer,  we  must  doubtless  understand  the  harps  to  be 
emblems  of  praise.  The  explanation  of  the  emblem  being 
given  only  in  the  case  of  the  odours  may  be  owing  to  the  greater 
clearness  of  the  one  symbol  than  of  the  other — the  harp  being 
a  more  obvious  emblem  of  praise  than  are  the  odours  of  prayers. 
The  selection  of  the  emblem  of  odours  for  prayers  may  involve  a 
reference  to  the  beautiful  simile  in  Psalm  cxli.  2,  "Let  my 
prayer  be  set  forth  before  thee  as  incense.^^    The  circumstance 
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of  the  harps  and  the  vials  being  made  of  gold  may  denote  thef 
excellence  of  the  praises  and  prayers  which  these  symbolize. 

It  is  worthy  of  remark  that  we  have  every  now  and  then  an 
explanation  given  of  the  emblems  employed  in  this  revelation. 
We  may  hence  leam^  that  the  symbolical  method  of  communis 
cation  was  resorted  to  for  the  purpose^  not  of  concealment^  bnt 
of  conveying  a  more  vivid  impression  to  the  mind  of  John.  It 
may  accordingly  be  inferred,  that  in  those  cases  where  the  em- 
blem is  not  explained,  it  was  of  such  a  nature  as  to  be  obvious 
to  the  apostle,  accustomed,  as  he  must  have  been,  to  the  inter- 
pretation of  such  types.  We  may,  therefore,  take  encourage- 
ment from  this  circumstance  in  our  endeavours  to  penetrate  the 
meaning  of  the  unexplained  symbols. 

Our  translators  appear  to  have  erred  in  omitting  the  definite 
article  before  the  word  "  saints,'*  seeing  it  occurs  in  the  Greek. 
We  ought  therefore  to  read  here,  "  the  prayers  of  t?ie  saints,^' 
and  understand  the  whole  emblematical  worship  as  signifying 
the  presentation  to  the  Lamb  of  the  praises  and  prayers  of  every 
saint. 

The  circumstance  that  these  vials  fall  of  odours  are  repre- 
sented as  being  held  in  the  hands  of  the  elders,  is  probably  not 
without  a  peculiar  and  important  significance.  For,  be  it  ob- 
served, these  odours  symbolize  the  prayers,  not  of  mankind  at 
large,  but  only  of  the  saints,  which  may  be  expected  to  be  dis- 
tinguished by  some  peculiarities  of  character.  Their  being 
placed  in  the  hands  of  these  impersonations  of  the  Christian 
graces  and  virtues,  then,  may  denote  that  the  essence  of  the 
prayers  of  the  saints  is  a  strong  desire  that  these  virtues  and 
graces  may  be  enthroned  in  their  hearts.  The  prayers  being 
typified  by  incense  in  their  hands  may  denote,  that  these  aspi- 
rations are  most  acceptable  to  God  when  they  assume  the  form 
of  a  constant  effort  to  fulfil  every  Christian  duty,  and  still  more 
when  the  prayers  proceed  &om  those  who  have  the  Christian 
graces  actually  embodied  in  their  character  and  conduct;  for 
the  incense  symbolizes  acceptableness  and  the  hand  active  exer- 
tion. Farther,  the  act  of  the  elders  kneeling  before  the  Lamb  in 
order  to  present  these  vials  full  of  odours,  may  indicate  that  the 
prayers  of  the  saints  are  most  agreeable  to  the  divine  mind — 
most  nearly  resembling  the  fragrance  of  incense  when  presented 
through  the  medium  of  the  Lamb,  and  when  accompanied  by 
an  ardent  feeling  of  gratitude  towards  him  for  having  redeemed 
them  to  God  by  his  blood.  This  action  may  also  denote  an 
acknowledgment  by  the  saints,  that  all  the  Christain  graces  and 
virtues  personified  by  the  elders  derive  their  rule  over  the  mind 
from  the  Lamb,  in  whose  reign  they  participate. 

VOL.    V. — NO.    X.  D  D 
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Who  nng  the  new  song  which  fdlows?  Was  it  the  four 
livixig  beings  and  the  twenty-four  elders,  or  was  it  the  saints 
themsel?es  T  On  looking  at  the  terms  of  the  song,  it  is  evi- 
dently that  of  the  redeemed  saints;  but  as  no  assemblage  of 
those  saints  appears  in  the  field  of  the  vision,  we  must  conclude 
that  it  was  sung  by  the  elders  in  their  name,  and  as  their 
proxies— an  idea  confirmed  by  the  circumstance  of  their  holding 
the  golden  harps,  the  symbols  of  the  praises  of  the  saints,  of 
whidi  the  words  of  their  song  may  be  regarded  as  the  sub- 
stance. That  the  twenty-four  elders  only,  and  not  the  four 
liying  beings,  sung  this  song,  becomes  evident  firom  the  sequel, 
in  which  the  part  taken  by  the  four  living  beings  in  this  act  of 
homage  is  separately  specified. 

There  is  a  beautiful  propriety  and  fitness  in  these  elders— 
the  impersonations  of  all  the  virtues  which  ought  to  adorn  the 
Christian  character,  thus  acting  as  proxies  in  hymning  this 
noble  anthem  of  praise  to  the  Lamb.  For  this  drcumstanoe 
conveys  to  us  the  important  lesson,  that  the  saints,  while  on 
earth,  can  best  express  their  gratitude  to  Christ  for  the  redemp* 
tion  of  their  souls  through  the  medium  of  those  virtues  which 
these  elders  symbolize — ^that  is,  by  carrying  into  practice  all  the 
sublime  precepts  of  moral  dut^,  both  to  God  and  man,  which 
Christ  inculcated  upon  his  disciples. 

The  opening  words  of  this  song  of  the  saints,  ''Thou  art 
worthy  to  take  the  book,''  confirm  the  idea  that  it  was  merit, 
not  power,  that  was  the  requisite  qualification ;  while  the  suc- 
ceeding words,  ''for  thou  wast  slain,''  etc.  shew  us  wherdn  the 
merit  of  Christ  consisted — ^that  it  was  his  sacrificial  death,  his 
redeeming  his  people  to  Ood  by  his  blood,  that  constituted  the 
peculiar  merit  which  rendered  Christ  worthy  to  unroll  the 
volume.  These  words  also  very  clearly  teach  the  sacrificial 
nature  of  Christ's  death,  and,  moreover,  that  the  sacrifice,  the 
act  of  redemption,  is  already  completed,  and  consequently  ad- 
mits of  no  sort  of  repetition. 

The  phrase,  "  redeemed  us  out  of  every  kiadred,  and  tongue, 
and  people,  and  nation,"  shews  plainly  that  this  song  is  that  of 
the  redeemed  saints,  consequently  that  the  twenty-four  elders 
sung  this  anthem,  as  representatives  of  the  saints.  In  the  ex- 
pression, ^'  redeemed  us  to  Ood,"  there  seems  to  be  involved  the 
idea  that  the  saints  were  previously  alienated  from  God,  and 
were  brought  nigh  only  by  the  blood  of  Christ;  also  the  fiirther 
idea,  that  the  redemption  of  the  saints  was  purchased  by  Christ, 
and  is  therefore  due  to  him  as  the  reward  of  his  sufferings.  It 
hence  follows,  that  their  forgiveness  and  reception  into  fellow- 
ship with  Ood,  constitute  an  act  of  Justice  on  the  part  of  the 
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Deity,  and  not  of  mere  mercy,  so  that  perfect  jastice  is  thus 
completely  reconciled  with  the  forgiveness  of  sin,  and  God  is 
still  just  while  he  justifies  the  ungodly,  who  repent  and  rely 
for  salvation  upon  Christ  alone. 

In  the  expression,  '^  every  kindred,  and  people,  and  tongue, 
and  nation,''  we  have  a  cheering  view  of  the  universality  of  the 
redemption  purchased  hy  Christ,  shewing  us  that  it  is  not  con- 
fined to  a  favoured  few,  or  to  any  particular  country  or  people, 
but  extends  to  all,  who,  submitting  themselves  to  the  guidance 
of  the  Spirit  of  God,  become  the  adopted  sons  of  God. 

In  the  words,  ''  made  us  unto  our  God  kings  and  priests,'' 
there  appears  to  be  an  allusion  to  what  is  stated  in  St.  PetePa 
first  Epistle,  chap.  ii.  5 — ^^9,  namely,  that  all  true  Christians  are 
a  royal  priesthood,  privileged  to  offer  spiritual  sacrifices  to  God. 
We  may  hence  learn,  that  all  the  redeemed  have  a  priestly 
character  and  an  immediate  access  to  God  through  the  one 
Mediator  Jesus  Christ,  and  that  all  idea  of  a  priesthood  closely 
analogous  to  that  of  the  Levitical  order,  under  the  Mosaic  dis- 
pensation, is  excluded  from  the  Christian  system. 

The  words,  '^  and  we  shall  reign  on  the  earth,"  seem  to  refer 
to  the  influence  which  Christians  exercise  over  the  hearts  and 
minds  of  men,  so  participating  in  the  dominion  exercised  by 
Christ  himself.  They  may  also  bear  reference  to  the  final  domi- 
nion of  the  saints  upon  the  earth  in  the  future  state,  more  espe- 
cially seeing  that  the  verb  ''reign"  is  used  in  the  future  tense. 

While  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  the  elders  here  act  as 
proxies  for  the  redeemed  saints  in  singing  this  hymn  of  praise, 
yet  regarding  them  as  impersonations  of  the  Christian  graces 
and  virtues,  there  may  be  involved  in  this  action  a  yet  more 
recondite  idea.  The  graces  and  virtues  thus  personified  may  be 
here  represented  as  thanking  the  Lamb  for  having  redeemed 
them  to  God  by  his  blood  out  of  every  kindred,  and  tongue,  and 
people,  and  nation,  and  made  them  to  their  God  kings  and 
priests,  so  that  they  should  reign  on  the  earth.  For  apart  from 
Christ,  these  graces  and  virtues  have  in  themselves  little  or  no 
real  excellence.  Their  practice  may  spring  from  wrong  or  un- 
worthy motives ;  as,  for  instance,  from  a  desire  to  win  the  ap-  - 
plause  and  favour  of  man,  or  to  propitiate  some  false  or  imagitiary 
object  of  worship.  But  Christ  redeems  them  to  the  true  God, 
by  leading  the  saints  to  practise  every  virtue  as  an  act  of  filial 
duty  to  their  heavenly  Father,  and  after  having  done  all,  to  own 
themselves  but  unprofitable  servants.  Moreover,  it  is  by  Christ 
that  these  graces  and  virtues  are  raised  to  therank  of  kings  and 
priests  to  God,  so  that  they  shall  reign  on  the  earth.  It  is  he 
that  causes  them  to  have  dominion  over  the  human  mind,  and 
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to  him  therefore  they  owe  their  kingship^  their  thrones,  and 
their  crowns.  By  him  also  do  they  become  priests  to  God;  for 
the  practice  of  the  Christian  graces  and  virtues  is^  of  all  sacrifices, 
the  most  pleasing  to  the  Deity.  And  they  are  truly  sacnficvag 
priests ;  for  wherever  they  bear  rule  in  the  mind^  they  sacrifice 
every  selfish  and  evil  principle  before  God  on  the  altar  of  an 
enlightened  and  sanctified  conscience.  Thus  while  this  song  is 
that  of  the  redeemed  saints,  it  is  also  that  of  the  redeemed 
virtues  personified  by  the  elders  themselves  returning  thanks  to 
Ood  for  the  dominion  they  have  acquired  over  the  minds 
of  men,  out  of  every  people,  and  kindred,  and  nation^  and 
tongue. 

''And  I  beheld,  and  I  heard  the  voice  of  many  angels  round 
about  the  throne.*'  From  the  words,  ''  I  beheld,"  it  may  be 
inferred  that  John  saw  these  angels  with  his  mental  eye,  and 
that  they  were  now,  for  the  first  time,  introduced  upon  the 
visionary  scene.  Who  were  those  angels,  and  whence  came 
they  ?  From  the  very  name  of  "  messengers,''  and  from  their 
being  mentally  visible  to  John,  it  may  be  legitimately  con- 
cluded that  each  had  a  limited  presence  defined  by  a  visible 
form.  Whence  it  follows,  that  their  presence  must  have  ap- 
peared to  be  limited  by  material  boundaries.  Seeing  the  great 
ocean  of  ether  is  an  uniform  medium,  it  is  plain  that  it  could 
not  of  itself  constitute  the  material  limits  of  the  presence  of 
each  angelic  mind :  and  we  must  therefore  conclude,  that  those 
angels  were  not  inhabitants  of  the  great  ethereal  medium.  Now, 
as  we  know  of  no  other  regions  of  the  universe  except  the  great 
ethereal  medium,  and  the  orbs  floating  in  it,  we  are  forced  to 
conclude  that  these  angels  represented  inhabitants  of  those  orbs. 
From  these  intelligences  being  called  angels  or  messengers,  and 
seeing  they  are  described  as  many,  not  as  all  the  angels,  it  may 
be  fairly  inferred  that  these  represented  ambassadors  sent  from 
the  heavenly  orbs,  each  angel  acting  as  proxy  for  the  inhabitants 
of  some  one  of  those  distant  worlds,  being  commissioned  to 
render,  in  their  name,  this  act  of  homage  to  the  Lamb. 

What  are  we  to  understand  by  their  number  being  stated  as 
"  myriads  of  myriads,  and  thousands  of  thousands  ?"  It  should 
be  here  noted,  that  there  is  a  discrepancy  among  the  manu- 
scripts as  regards  this  passage.  Some  manuscripts  omit  the 
words,  '^  and  the  number  of  them  was  myriads  of  myriads/^ 
leaving  only  the  words,  '^  even  thousands  of  thousands.^'  We 
manuscript  followed  by  our  translators  has  the  more  enlarged 
reading ;  but  there  is  a  slight  error  in  the  translation  in  making 
the  number  only  ^' one  myriad  of  myriads;"  for  it  should  be 
"  myriads  of  myriads."     The  indefinite  nature  of  this  expression 
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seems  to  indicate^  that  it  is  intended  to  denote  in  general  terms 
a  very  great  number^  without  specifying  any  particular  limit. 
This  statement  may  accordingly  be  regarded  as  intended  to 
convey  an  idea  of  the  number — ^not  of  the  inhabitants  of  some 
particular  region  in  the  heavens,  but  of  the  orbs  inhabited  by 
intelligent  beings;  and  we  may  understand  the  specification  as 
importing,  that  the  number  of  orbs  in  the  universe  inhabited  by 
inteUigent  beings  is  several  hundred  and  some  odd  millions. 
Or  we  may  regard  it  as  merely  intimating  that  the  number  of 
these  is  very  enormous.  In  judging  of  this  question,  it  is  to 
be  taken  into  consideration  that,  amidst  such  a  profusion  of 
orbs  as  are  scattered  throughout  the  ether,  there  may  be  only 
a  comparatively  small  portion  inhabited  by  intelligent  beings — 
the  others  being  either  inhabited  by  beings  possessed  of  life, 
but  not  of  intelligence,  or  else  quite  destitute  of  living  creatures 
of  any  kind,  as  appears  to  be  the  case  with  our  moon.  It  is 
therefore  possible,  that  the  number  of  orbs  inhabited  by  inteUi- 
gent beings  may  be  under  a  thousand  millions,  while  the  number 
of  the  orbs  themselves  may  very  greatly  exceed  that  amount. 

From  the  circumstance  of  these  angels  assembling  round 
the  throne,  it  may  be  fairly  inferred  that  they  were  the  highest 
intelligences  that  each  orb  could  furnish  who  are  here  repre- 
sented as  coming  to  pay  homage  to  the  Lamb.  Seeing  the  act 
of  adoration  is  said  to  have  been  paid  by  those  angels  "  to  the 
Lamb  that  wets  slain/'  it  may  be  concluded  that  the  scheme  of 
man's  redemption,  by  the  sacrificial  death  of  Christ,  is  made 
known  to  all  worlds  throughout  the  universe  inhabited  by  intel- 
ligent beings,  and  is  to  them  a  theme  of  wonder,  admiration, 
and  praise.  This  fact  may  be  also  gathered  &om  the  circum^- 
stance,  that  messengers  from  other  habitable  worlds  were  sent 
to  this  globe  to  celebrate  the  birth  of  Christ,  to  minister  to  him 
in  his  agony,  to  testify  to  his  resurrection,  and  to  console  his 
disciples  on  his  ascension,  with  the  assurance  of  his  return. 
From  these  angels  rendering  divine  honours  to  the  Lamb — the 
representative  of  the  human  nature  of  Christ — the  only-begotten 
Son  of  the  Father,  it  may  be  concluded,  that  the  human  nature 
of  Christ  is  a  legitimate  object  of  worship  to  every  intelligent 
being.  This  part  of  the  vision  may  thus  be  regarded  as  a  con- 
firmation of  the  statement  of  St.  Paul  (Heb.  i.  6),  "  And  again, 
when  he  bringeth  the  first-bom  into  the  world,  he  saith.  And  let 
all  the  angels  of  God  worship  him." 

From  the  terms  of  this  angelic  anthem  we  may  farther 
gather,  that  these  angels  understood  it  to  have  been  the  sacri- 
ficial death  of  Christ  which  rendered  him  worthy  to  receive 
honour,  and  glory,  and  blessing.     Again,  from  their  saying. 
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''  Wortliy  is  the  Lamb  to  receive  power^  and  riches,  and  wisdom, 
and  strength,  and  honour,  and  glory,  and  blessing,''  it  may  be 
concluded  that  these  were  not  inkeretUly  possessed  by  the  human 
nature  of  Christ,  but  that  the  right  to  them  was  acquired  by  his 
meritorious  death.  It  is  most  necessary,  at  this  point,  again  to 
guard  the  mind  against  imlnbing  the  impression  that  the  de- 
scription of  the  apostle  is  intended  to  convey  the  idea  of  there 
having  been  any  actual  assemblage  of  angelic  hosts  on  this  occa- 
sion. These  angels  are  quite  as  much  emblems  as  were  the 
seven  golden  candlesticks,  the  seven  lamps,  the  glassy  sea,  the 
twenty-four  elders,  and  the  four  living  b^ngs.  The  apostle  saw 
them  in  imagination  only;  and  the  design  of  their  having  been 
thus  exhibited  to  his  mental  eye  was  obviously  to  impart  to  him 
the  knowledge  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  other  orbs  of  heaven 
are  acquainted  with  the  scheme  of  man's  redemption  by  the 
sacrificud  death  of  Christ — ^that  they  take  a  lively  interest  in  its 
development  and  success,  that  they  admire  the  marvellous  wis- 
dom which  it  displays,  and  acknowledge  the  merits  of  him 
through  whom  the  world  was  reconciled  to  God. 

What  is  meant  by  the  phrase,  "  every  creature,"  in  the  next 
verse  ?  The  apostle  had  heard  glory  given  to  the  Lamb  by  all  the 
orders  of  intelligent  beings  in  the  universe;  and  he  now  speci- 
fies, as  distinct  from  these,  and  in  addition  to  them,  ''every 
creature."  Ought  we  not,  therefore,  to  understand  by  the  term 
''  creature  "  something  different  from  an  intelligait  being  ?  In 
considering  this  point,  it  is  necessary  to  bear  in  mind  that,  in 
every  living  oi^nic  frame,  there  is  a  creature  or  being  which 
possesses  the  property  of  life.  That  life  is  not  an  inherent  pro- 
perty of  matter  is  evident;  for  if  it  were,  then  every  particle  of 
matter,  or  at  least  every  association  of  such  particles,  would 
have  life.  Neither  is  it  an  accidental  property  of  matter;  for, 
if  it  were,  then  we  should  be  able,  by  placing  the  material  ele- 
ments in  certain  relations,  to  produce  the  phenomenon  of  life; 
and  this  we  cannot  do.  It  is  also  impossible  to  regard  life  as 
itself  a  being.  It  is  a  property  shared  by  various  orders  of 
being;  and  it  would  be  quite  as  conceivable  that  gravitation  or 
resistance  should  exist,  without  some  being  or  substance  in  which 
these  properties  reside,  as  that  life  could  exist  as  a  mere  abstrac- 
tion, without  some  being  by  which  that  property  is  possessed. 
Now  those  beings  endowed  with  life  are  characterized  by  certain 
peculiarities,  which  distinguish  them  from  other  creations  of 
God.  The  universe  is  a  material  plenum.  There  is  no  part  of 
space  of  which  it  can  be  affirmed  that  it  is  devoid  of  material 
substance.  The  subtle  ether  is  universally  diffiised.  There  is, 
moreover,  no  example  of  the  extinction  of  even  a  single  atom  of 


1857.]  The  Emblems  of  St.  John.— Rev.  v.,  vi.  899 

matter.  Its  particles  may  alter  their  combinations  and  rela- 
tions ;  but  not  one  of  them  is  ever  annihilated. 

The  beings  possessing  the  property  of  life  differ  from  matter 
in  both  of  these  particulars.  So  far  from  being  universally  dif- 
fused^ their  distribution  is  very  Umited — confined  to  the  orbs^ 
floating  in  the  vast  ocean  of  ether^  and  to  definite  regions  of 
those  orbs;  while  their  number^  though  enormous  in  itself, 
must,  in  comparison  with  that  of  the  material  atoms,  be  utterly 
insignificant.  With  respect  to  duration,  again,  so  flBir  from 
being  indestructible,  like  the  material  atoms,  a  large  proportion 
of  them  are  every  instant  subjected  to  absolute  annihilation. 
When  a  living  organism  undei^oes  that  process  which  we  call 
death,  the  material  atoms  of  which  its  frame  is  composed  do 
not  cease  to  be;  they  merely  enter  into  new  combinations. 
But  with  respect  to  the  being  possessing  the  principle  of  life 
which  formed  that  organic  structure,  it  is  hx  otherwise.  The 
individual  becomes  absolutely  extinct.  Before  it  suffers  this 
annihilation  it  may,  or  it  may  not,  have  transmitted  to  other 
individuals  like  itself  the  principle  of  life.  But  such  a  trans- 
mission, if  it  do  take  place,  prolongs  the  existence  of  the  species 
only,  and  not  of  the  individual ;  the  latter  entirely  ceases  to  be. 
Nay,  we  have  many  examples  of  the  utter  extinction  of  whole 
species,  genera,  and  even  orders  of  such  beings,  of  whose  exis- 
tence we  have  no  other  evidence  than  the  mutilated  remains  of 
the  organic  structures  they  have  left  behind.  This  peculiarity 
of  utter  destructibility  which  distinguishes  from  material  atoms 
the  beings  posseraed  of  life,  but  not  of  moral  intelligence,^  is 
attended  by  another,  namely,  the  continuous  creation  of  new 
individuals.  Although  the  formation  of  new  organic  structures, 
and  the  transmission  of  the  vital  principle,  be  a  result  of  certain 
vital  and  organic  processes,  regulated  by  determinate  laws,  yet 
we  cannot  £ul  to  perceive,  that  the  individual  being  to  which  the 
principle  of  life  is  transmitted  by  the  parent  is,  in  each  case,  as 
much  anew  creation  as  if  its  parent  had  never  existed;  it  is 
merely  the  property  of  life,  and  not  absolute  existence,  which  is 
thus  transmitted  from  the  parent  to  the  offspring.  The  latter 
must  be  brought  into  existence  before  it  can  receive  the  commu-' 
nicated property;  consequently  each  individual  must  be  created, 
and  is,  therefore,  in  a  peculiar  sense  a  creature  of  God,  as  contra- 
distinguished from  the  material  atoms  which  have  a  continuous 
existence. 

These  beings,  besides  having  the  common  properties  of  life, 
have  other  generic  and  specific  peculiarities.  They  have  the 
power  to  act  in  a  determinate  manner  upon  the  material  atoms 
to  cause  them  to  enter  into  peculiar  chemical  relations,  and  to 
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oonstract  out  of  them  certain  definite  forms.  But  the  organie 
Btructore  must  never  be  confoonded  with  the  being  by  which  it 
is  constnicted,  and  which,  in  the  case  of  animals  at  least,  and 
in  some  if  not  in  all  vegetables,  is  farther  characterized  by  cer- 
tain habits  and  instincts  which  are  indubitably  the  pecnliar  pro- 
perties of  the  being  possessed  of  life,  and  not  of  the  mere 
organic  structures;  although  the  latter  be  adapted  to  those 
habits  and  instincts,  and  these  mutually  modify  each  other. 

When  the  apostle,  then,  speaks  of  ''every  creature/'  we 
ought  to  understand  him  as  referring  to  those  creatures  of  a 
day  which  possess  the  property  of  life,  and  not  to  the  material 
atoms,  which  have  a  continuous  existence.  From  his  making 
mention  of  the  sea,  we  may  infer  that  he  excludes  morally  intel- 
ligent beings ;  and  the  more  so,  as  he  had  previously  introduced 
these,  rendering  adoration  to  the  Lamb.  His  specifying  ''every 
creature  in  the  heaven,  and  in  the  earth,  and  under  the  earthi 
and  such  as  are  in  the  sea,''  may  be  taken  as  a  mode  of  express- 
ing the  entire  universe,  wherever  living  creatures  are  found. 
The  phrase,  ''  and  all  that  are  in  them,''  would  have  been  better 
translated,  "  even  all  that  are  in  them."  The  intention  of  this 
clause  seems  to  be  merely  to  shew  that  there  were  none  of  the 
living  beings  in  the  universe  that  did  not  participate  in  this 
act  of  homage. 

This  passage  may  be  regarded  as  bearing  reference  to  the  pro- 
phecy contained  in  Psalm,  viii.  6,  7,  8,  "  Thou  madest  him  to 
have  dominion  over  the  works  of  thy  hands ;  thou  hast  put  all 
things  under  his  feet :  all  sheep  and  oxen,  yea,  and  the  beasts 
of  the  field;  the  fowl  of  the  air,  and  the  fish  of  the  sea,  and 
whatsoever  passeth  through  the  paths  of  the  sea." 

Seeing  these  creatures  are  not  morally  intelligent  beings, 
we  must  understand  their  hymn  of  praise  in  a  figurative  sense, 
as  implying  that  the  Lamb  or  human  nature  of  Christ,  being 
intimately  united  to  the  everlasting  divine  nature  of  the  Father, 
participates  in  all  that  homage  paid  to  the  Creator  by  every  liv- 
ing creature  which  he  calls  into  being,  and  which  glorifies  him 
not  in  words,  but  in  the  performance  of  those  functions  with 
which  it  is  endowed,  and  by  ita  fulfilment  of  those  ends  in  the 
great  plan  of  the  universe,  which  it  was  designed  to  fulfil.  This 
^ea  appears  to  be  confirmed  by  the  circumstance,  that  while 
the  intelligent  beings  are  represented  as  rendering  homage  to 
the  Lamb  alone  because  of  his  meritorious  death,  these  crea- 
tures are  represented  as  rendering  their  homage  "  unto  him 
that  sitteth  upon  the  throne,  and  unto  the  Lamb  for  ever  and 
ever."  We  may  hence  learn,  that  it  is  in  virtue  of  his  union 
with  him  that  sitteth  upon  the  throne,  or  the  divine  nature,  that 
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the  Lamb^  or  human  nature  of  Christy  receives  this  homage 
from  every  creature.  _ 

The  four  living  beings  surrounding  the  throne^  and  the 
twenty-four  elders^  are,  in  the  concluding  verse  of  this  chapter^ 
again  introduced^  the  former  as  saying  "  Amen/'  and  the  latter 
as  falling  down  and  worshipping  him  that  liveth  for  ever  and 
ever.  It  hence  appears  that^  after  havings  as  proxies  for  the 
saints^  sung  a  song  of  thanksgiving  for  the  blessings  of  redemp- 
tion given  in  the  ninth  and  tenth  verses^  the  four-and-twenty 
elders  prostrated  themselves  before  the  throne^  while  the  anthems 
of  the  angels  and  of  every  creature  were  being  sung — thus 
shewing^  that  the  possessors  of  the  Christian  graces^  which 
these  elders  impersonate^  admire  and  concur  in  this  universal 
adoration. 

There  is  great  sublimity  in  the  idea  that^  while  all  the  created 
beings  in  the  universe  were  thus  uniting  in  celebrating  the 
praises  of  him  that  sat  upon  the  throne  and  of  the  Lamb^  the 
four  symbolical  living  beings  simply  said  "  Amen.''  This  cir- 
cumstance confirms  the  conclusion^  that  these  symbolical  beings 
represent  the  divine  attributes^  which  are  thus  introduced  as 
giving  their  assent  to  the  praises  of  the  creatures^  so  teaching 
us^  not  only  that  all  the  divine  attributes  tend  by  their  exercise 
to  magnify  and  glorify  the  Deity,  but  that,  by  reason  of  their 
being  imparted  in  aU  their  fulness  to  Christ,  they  all  contribute 
to  render  him  worthy  of  universal  homage,  and  that,  in  the 
worship  thus  rendered  to  Christ  by  the  whole  creatures  of  God, 
there  is  nothing  inconsistent  with  the  perfection  of  the  divine 
attributes  which  say  to  that  act  of  homage  "  Amen." 

The  entire  purpose  of  this  scene  appears  to  have  been  to 
picture  to  the  mind  of  the  apostle,  and  through  him  to  mankind 
at  large,  the  exaltation  of  the  Saviour — to  shew,  that  "  God  has 
highly  exalted  him,  and  given  him  a  name  which  is  above  every 
name,  that  at  the  name  of  Jesus  every  knee  should  bow,  of 
things  in  heaven,  and  things  in  earth,  and  things  under  the 
earth,  and  that  every  tongue  should  confess  that  Jesus  Christ 
is  Lord,  to  the  glory  of  God  the  Father." 


Chapter  VI. 

Before  proceeding  to  analyze  the  emblems  exhibited  to  the 
apostle  while  the  seven  seals  were  in  the  course  of  being  opened, 
it  is  most  necessary  to  endeavour  to  ascertain  what  portion  it 
was  of  the  writing  on  the  rolled  parchments  whose  substance 
was  thus  symbolically  conveyed  to  the  mind  of  John.    The 
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question  is^  was  it  a  small  portion  of  what  was  written  inside 
the  roU^  or  was  it  the  whole  of  what  was  indorsed  on  the  back? 

Now  this  question  is  not  very  difficalt  of  decision.  Let  us 
consider  the  constmction  of  the  volume.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that|  like  aU  the  books  in  use  among  the  Hebrews  in  the 
dajrs  of  the  apostle,  it  consisted  of  two  rollers,  one  on  which 
the  parchment  was  wound,  the  other  being  for  the  purpose  of 
again  winding  up  each  successiTe  portion  of  the  parchment  after 
it  had  been  read.  Now,  suppose  one  were  ordered  to  make 
such  a  book,  and  to  seal  it  with  seven  seals,  in  order  to  pieyent 
it  fifom  being  opened  and  read  by  any  person  not  duly  author- 
ised, where  would  he  place  the  seals  ?  Surely  the  most  natural 
mode  of  proceeding  would  be  this.  On  attaching  the  parch- 
ment to  the  outer  roller,  the  end  would  be  made  to  project  a 
little  way,  so  as  to  leave  a  small  portion  of  the  length  d  the 
parchment  firee  along  the  entire  length  of  the  roller ;  this  pro- 
jecting portion  would  then  be  brought  round  so  as  to  meet  the 
exterior  volute,  and  completely  envelope  the  outer  roller.  The 
seven  seals  would  then  be  applied  at  equal  distances  along  the 
length  of  the  roll,  so  as  to  fasten  the  projecting  portion  of  the 
parchment  to  the  exterior  volute — thus  rendering  the  extrica^ 
tion  of  the  outer  roller  impossible  until  the  last  seal  should  be 
broken.  Such  would  doubtless  be  the  natural  mode  of  proceed- 
ing; and  such  would  be  the  construction  of  the  volume  which 
wotdd  best  answer  the  description  before  us. 

Now  it  is  quite  evident,  that  if  this  were  truly  the  construc- 
tion of  the  book  seen  in  the  vision,  it  would  be  physically  im- 
possible for  any  portion  of  the  writing  on  the  inride  ot  the 
parchment  to  be  read,  until  the  last  of  the  seven  seals  was 
broken;  consequently  we  must  oondude,  that  what  was  read, 
or  rather  exhibited  in  symbol,  during  the  opening  of  the  sealsi 
was  what  was  endorsed  on  the  back.  The  very  precise  terms  in 
which  the  apostle  describes  the  book  when  first  seen  by  him,  as 
being  "sealed  with  seven  seals,^'  shew  that  the  whole  seren 
seals  were  so  disposed  as  to  be  visible  before  any  of  them  were 
opened.  This  circumstance  quite  excludes  the  supposition  that 
the  volume  consisted  of  seven  distinct  rolls  of  parchment  wound 
one  upon  another^  and  each  sealed  with  a  single  seal ;  for  accord- 
ing to  this  construction,  each  ot  the  six  inner  seals  would  be 
covered  by  the  outer  rolls,  and  only  the  outermost  seal  would 
have  been  visible  when  the  book  was  first  observed  by  the 
apostle. 

The  only  other  conceivable  mode  of  sealing  the  vdume 
which  would  admit  of  a  small  portion  of  what  was  written  on 
the  inside  of  the  parchment  being  read,  as  each  seal  was  broken; 
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is  to  suppose,  that  slits  were  made  at  oertaia  distances  on  the 
edge  of  the  parchment — ^that  tapes  were  passed  through  these 
slips,  and  that  the  tapes  were  then  sealed,  so  as  to  attach  two  of 
the  volutes  of  the  roll  together,  and  prevent  their  separation 
until  the  seal  was  broken.  But  this  is  obviously  a  far-fetched 
and  clumsy  idea^  such  as  could  never  be  suggested  to  the  mind 
by  the  simple  description  in  the  context.  It  is  a  mere  inven- 
ticm,  for  the  purpose  of  overcoming  the  difficulty  of  explaining 
how  a  portion  of  the  inner  writing  might  be  read  on  the  break- 
ing of  each  seal,  a  difficulty  arising  entirely  out  of  the  vulgar 
error  of  supposing  that  it  was  the  inner,  and  not  the  outer 
writing,  that  was  read  during  the  breaking  of  the  seals. 

But  this  supposition  leaves  unexplain^  a  still  greater  diffi- 
culty. If  these  seals  were  placed  at  the  edges  of  the  parchment, 
why  was  so  very  small  a  portion  of  the  inner  writing  thus  par- 
titioned off,  and  guarded  by  these  seven  seals?  Had  the  inten- 
tion of  the  seals  been  merely  to  divide  the  inner  writing  into 
distinct  portions,  to  be  successively  revealed  on  each  seal  being 
broken,  the  natural  supposition  would  be,  that  the  roll  was  thus 
partitioned  off  into  seven  neariy  equal  portions.  We  find,  how- 
ever, that  the  portion  read  during  the  breaking  of  the  seals  is 
perfectly  insignificant,  compared  with  what  was  read  after  the 
last  of  the  seals  was  opened.  For  this  disproportion  it  is  im- 
possible to  account,  on  the  supposition  that  part  of  the  inner 
writing  was  read  on  the  opening  of  each  seal ;  whereas,  by  the 
supposition  that  what  was  read  during  the  breaking  of  the  seals 
was  merely  the  writing  on  the  back  of  the  outer  volute,  this 
disproportion  is  at  once  satisfactorily  explained. 

Again,  the  statement  that  there  was  writing  on  the  back  of 
the  roll,  renders  it  evident  that  the  substance  of  this  outer 
writing  must  have  been  communicated  to  John  at  some  part  of 
the  vision ;  else  why  mention  it  at  all.  Now^  if  we  search  the 
remainder  of  the  revelation/we  shall  find  there  is  absolutely  no 
point,  save  here,  at  which  there  is  the  smallest  indication  of  the 
writings  whose  substance  was  symbolically  communicated  to 
John,  being  that  on  the  back ;  whereas  the  indication  given  at 
this  point  is  perfectly  clear;  for  surdy  the  most  natural  time  to 
impart  to  the  apostle  the  substance  of  the  endorsement  was 
while  access  was  in  course  of  being  obtained  to  the  inner  writing, 
by  the  breaking  of  the  successive  seals.  Nor  does  the  fact,  that 
the  opening  of  each  seal  was  followed  by  a  new  vision,  militate 
against  the  supposition  that  these  emblems  were  the  substance 
of  successive  portions  of  the  outer  writings  for  if  this  endorse- 
ment were  naturally  divisible  into  seven  distinct  parts,  the  break- 
ing of  the  seals  formed  a  very  natural  mode  of  indicating  the 
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dmsionsi  and  the  order  of  the  occurrences  shadowed  forth; 
while  it  waa  thus  rendered  evident  that  the  emblems  portray, 
not  contemporaneous^  but  successive  events. 

A  due  consideration  of  all  these  circumstances  will  force 
every  unprejudiced  mind  to  condude,  that^  of  the  two  supposi- 
tions discussed,  the  probability  rests  entirely  with  that  of  the 
emblems  exhibited  during  the  breaking  of  the  seals  being  the 
substance  of  all  that  was  written  on  the  back  of  the  roll^  and 
not  of  a  small  portion  of  what  was  written  on  the  inside  of  the 
parchment.  This  conclusion,  be  it  observed,  is  quite  indepen- 
dent of  the  meaning  to  be  attached  to  those  emblems ;  for  what- 
ever may  be  the  interpretation  given  to  them,  it  will  still  remain 
more  probable  that  they  were  the  substance  of  the  outer  rather 
than  of  the  inner  writing  of  the  book. 

The  converse  of  this  proposition,  however,  is  far  from  being 
equally  true ;  for  if  the  mind  be  once  fairly  impressed  with  the 
conviction  that  it  was  the  outer  writing  which  was  read  during 
the  opening  of  the  seals,  it  will  then  be  urged  to  the  farther 
inquiry,  why  was  this  writing  endorsed  on  the  back,  instead  of 
being,  like  the  rest,  written  on  the  inner  surface  of  the  parch- 
ment? while,  by  the  result  of  this  inquiry,  our  views  in  re- 
gard to  the  interpretation  of  the  symbols  may  be  greatly  swayed. 
To  give  the  argument  its  full  force,  however,  it  is  necessary 
to  throw  aside,  for  the  moment,  all  consideration  of  the  time 
when  the  indorsed  writing  was  read,  and  to  entertain  the  ques- 
tion in  the  more  general  form,  why  was  there  any  portion  of 
the  contents  of  the  book  written  on  the  back,  rather  than  on 
the  inside?  The  idea  that  this  was  only  to  denote  the  abun- 
dance of  matter  contained  in  the  volume,  in  other  words^  that 
a  part  was  written  on  the  back,  for  want  of  space  on  the  inner 
surface  of  the  parchment  to  contain  it,  is  too  childish  to  detain 
us  for  an  instant.  The  writing  of  a  portion  on  the  outside  of 
the  roll  has  an  obvious  and  far  different  symbolical  meaning. 
It  plainly  indicates,  that  what  was  written  on  the  outside  was 
already  open  and  patent — ^that  it  was  the  substance  of  an  already 
existing  prophecy.  But  here  an  objection  presents  itself  arising 
out  of  the  statement,  that  none  was  able  to  read,  or  so  much  as 
look  on  even  the  outside  writing,  except  the  Lamb.  This  ob- 
jection, however,  may  be  at  once  removed,  by  supposing  the 
outside  writing  to  have  been  the  substance  of  a  prophecy  already 
uttered  by  Christ  the  Lamb  of  God  himself,  while  he  sojourned 
on  earth. 

There  will  then  remain  this  farther  question.  Supposing 
the  outer  vmting  to  be  the  substance  of  a  prophecy  uttered  by 
Christ,  why  was  it  endorsed  on  this  volume  ?    The  answer  is 
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obvious ;  simply  because  it  related  to  the  same  subject,  as  did 
the  writing  on  the  inside  of  the  roll  to  that  subject,  which,  in 
the  eye  of  God,  is  of  all  others  the  most  important  to  mankind, 
namely,  the  rise,  progress,  and  final  issue  of  the  religion  of 
Christ.  This  will  be  found,  on  farther  examination,  to  be  the 
main  burden  of  the  entire  volume. 

We  are  thus  led  to  the  conclusion,  that  the  writing  on  the 
outside  of  the  roll  was  the  substance  of  a  prophecy  uttered  by 
Christ  himself  while  on  earth,  in  regard  to  the  rise,  progress, 
and  final  issue  of  his  religion. 

But  it  will  be  observed  that  this  outer  writing  is  described 
as  being  on  the  back  part  of  the  roll.  To  understand  this  ex- 
pression, we  must  bear  in  mind  the  physical  structure  of  the 
volume ;  that  the  seven  seals  were  placed  along  the  length  of 
the  outer  roller,  and  fastened  the  end  of  the  parchment  to  the 
outer  volute.  They  would  thus  occupy  only  a  narrow  slip  on 
the  roll ;  and  accordingly,  in  order  to  the  seals  being  rendered 
visible  to  the  apostle,  it  was  necessary  that  the  sealed  side  of 
the  volume  should  be  turned  towards  him.  He  would  thus 
regard  the  sealed  side  as  the  front,  and  the  averted  side  as  the 
back  of  the  roll.  But  when  the  seals  came  to  be  broken,  he 
that  opened  them  would  naturally  turn  the  sealed  side  of  the 
roll  next  to  himself,  and  the  written  side  next  to  the  apostle. 
John,  however,  described  the  book  as  it  first  appeared  to  him ; 
and  seeing  the  outer  writing  probably  occupied  the  whole  of 
the  exterior  volute,  a  portion  of  it  would  appear  in  front, 
although  the  main  part  of  it  was  on  the  back,  as  he  afterwards 
more  fully  ascertained,  when  the  back  was  turned  towards  him. 
He  therefore  describes  it  as  being  written  within  and  on  the 
back.  A  due  consideration  of  this  circumstance  will  render  it 
evident  that  the  mode  of  pointing  the  context  already  noticed, 
which  would  make  it  appear  that  the  seals  were  on  the  back,  is 
inadmissible;  for  had  this  been  the  case,  there  would  have  been 
no  necessity  for  turning  round  the  volume  when  the  seals  came 
to  be  opened,  so  as  to  change  the  sides  exposed  to  the  apostle's 
view,  and  thus  he  would  not  have  seen  the  seals  at  all. 

Now  this  circumstance  of  the  writing  being  described  as  not 
merely  on  the  outside,  but  on  the  back  of  the  roll,  may  not  be 
without  its  separate  symbolical  meaning.  It  may  denote  that 
the  substance  of  the  outer  writing  was,  in  part  at  least,  retro- 
spective— that  the  events  foretold  in  the  prophecy  had  been 
partly  fulfilled.  To  this  view  an  objection  arises,  out  of  tho 
terms  of  the  invitation  given  to  the  apostle  at  the  outset  of  the 
vision :  ^'  Come  up  hither,  and  I  will  shew  thee  things  which 
must  be  hereafter;"  but  this  phraseology  might  indicate  merely. 
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that  the  larger  proportion  of  what  was  to  be  shewn  to  Jolin  re- 
lated to  future  events,  not  the  whole.  That  the  emblems  exhi- 
bited in  the  coarse  of  the  subsequent  visions  did  not  sTmbolize 
futurities  exclusively,  we  have  the  evidence  of  the  record  itself; 
for  in  explaining  the  emblem  of  the  seven-headed  beast,  the 
angel  declares  that  the  seven  heads  symbolized  seven  sovereigQ 
powers,  of  which  five  had  fallen,  one  was  subsisting,  and  one 
was  not  yet  come. 

Now  if  the  past  were  thus  involved  in  one  of  the  emblems, 
it  may  be  involved  in  more ;  while  we  have  in  the  circumstance 
that  the  writing  in  the  volume  was  partly  on  the  inside  and 
partly  on  the  back,  a  clear  line  of  demarcation,  which  indicates 
that  there  was  some  decided  difference  between  the  subjects  of 
the  two  writings.  It  seems  to  shew  that,  while  the  matters 
involved  in  the  inner  writing  were  yet  wrapped  in  the  womb  of 
futurity,  the  matters  to  which  the  back  writing  referred  had 
already  emerged  into  the  light  of  realization — at  least  this  in- 
ference is  not  without  a  considerable  amount  of  probability. 

We  have  thus  arrived  at  the  conclusion,  that  the  writing  on 
the  back  of  the  volume  was,  in  all  probabiUty,  the  substance  of 
a  prophecy  which  had  already  been  uttered  by  Christ  himself, 
relating  to  the  same  subject  as  that  contained  in  the  inner  writ- 
ing, and  that,  not  improbably,  the  events  foretold  in  that  pre- 
diction had  been  partly,  if  not  wholly,  fulfilled.  This  conclusion, 
it  will  be  observed,  has  been  reached  irrespective  of  aU  consi- 
deration of  the  time  at  which  the  outer  writing  was  read  in 
symbol ;  and  it  rests  on  quite  independent  grounds. 

But  a  further  question  will  now  natur«2ly  present  itself  to 
the  mind.  If  the  outer  writing  were  the  substance  of  a  prophecy 
already  uttered  by  Christ,  and  more  especially  if  that  prediction 
were  either  whoUy,  or  in  part,  already  fulfilled;  whence  the 
necessity,  that  this  verbal  prophecy  should  be  repeated  to  the 
apostle  in  symbol?  The  answer  to  this  question  will  greatly 
depend  on  the  idea  we  may  have  formed  as  to  the  time  when 
the  outer  writing  was  thus  shadowed  forth  in  emblems.  If  it 
were  so  exhibited  after  part  of  the  inner  writing  had  been  simi- 
larly represented — an  interruption  of  which  we  have  no  indica- 
tion in  any  portion  of  the  prophetic  symbolizations  which  follow 
the  breaking  of  the  seventh  seal — ^then  it  would  be  found  very 
difficult,  indeed,  to  assign  any  reason  whatever  for  thisrepetition 
in  symbol  of  a  prophecy  already  existing  in  words.  But  grant 
that  the  substance  of  the  outer  writing  was  thus  represented  by 
emblems  before  any  part  of  the  inner  writing  was  similarly 
shadowed  forth,  and  the  reason  for  this  procedure  becomes  per- 
fectly clear.    It  was  obviously  to  educate  the  mind  of  the  apostle, 
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to  prepare  it  for  the  reception  and  understanding  of  the  pro- 
phecies which  did  not  already  exist  in  words^  and  which  were  to 
be  imparted  to  him  by  similar  scenic  representations.  In  order 
to  fulfil  this  end^  it  would  only  be  requisite  that  the  symboliza- 
tion  of  the  already-uttered  prophecy  should  be  such  as  clearly 
to  indicate  the  particular  prediction  of  our  Lord^  which  it  re- 
presented; and  the  lesson  would  be  all  the  more  forcible  and 
easy  of  apprehension^  if  the  prophecy  thus  reduced  to  the  em- 
blematical form  were  in  part  already  fulfilled.  Nor  would  this 
latter  circumstance  be  without  its  separate  and  important  signi- 
ficance; for  if  the  apostle  were  given  to  understand  that  this 
first  series  of  emblems  represented  a  succession  of  events  which 
had  been  foretold  by  Christ  and  already  fulfiUed^^  this  fulfilment 
would  impress  his  mind  with  the  certainty^  that  the  predictions 
to  be  evolved  from  the  inner  writing  of  the  sealed  volume  would 
be  as  certainly  fdlfilled  in  their  due  time — fulfilled^  moreover, 
in  a  manner  resembling  that  in  which  the  previous  emblems 
had  been  realized ;  thus  guarding  his  mind  from  understanding 
those  emblems  in  any  other  than  a  metaphysical  or  metaphorical 
sense. 

It  will  now  be  perceived  how  beautiAiUy  the  two  conclusions 
at  which  we  have  arrived  harmonize  with  each  other,  and  how 
perfect  is  the  consistency  of  the  whole  argument  which  has 
been  pursued,  and  which  has  led  us  to  the  following  results, 
namely — ^that  the  writing  on  the  back  of  the  volume  was  most 
probably  the  substance  of  a  prophecy  already  uttered  by  Christ 
relative  to  the  rise,  progress,  and  final  issue  of  the  religion 
which  he  introduced — ^that  not  improbably  the  events  foretold 
in  this  prophecy  were  already  in  part,  if  not  wholly,  fulfilled ; 
that  the  substance  of  this  outer  writing  was  represented  to  the 
apostle  in  symbol  while  the  seven  seals  were  in  the  course  of 
being  broken,  and  before  access  was  obtained  to  any  portion  of 
the  inner  writing  of  the  volume,  and  that  this  repetition  in 
symbol  of  a  prophecy  already  existing  in  words,  was  designed 
to  prepare  the  mind  of  the  seer  for  the  reception,  in  a  similar 
form,  of  the  prophecies  contained  in  the  inner  writing,  and 
which  were  for  the  most  part  entirely  new. 

These  conclusions,  it  is  evident,  must  very  seriously  affect 
the  interpretation  to  be  put  on  the  emblems  exhibited  during 
the  breaMng  of  the  seven  seals ;  but  in  order  to  give  them  their 
full  force  it  is  better  to  throw  them  aside  for  awhile,  proceeding 
to  investigate  the  meaning  of  the  emblems  on  independent 
grounds.  We  shall  then  be  able  to  form  a  more  impartial  judg- 
ment of  the  accordance  of  the  meaning  of  the  emblems  with  the 
conclusions  already  attained. 
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To  proceed — the  apostle  flays,  ''And  I  saw  when  the  Lamb 
opened  one  of  the  seals,  and  I  heard  as  it  were  the  noise  of 
thunder,  one  of  the  four  beasts  saying,  Come  and  see."  John 
here  uses  a  Hebraism,  which  frequently  occurs  in  the  course  of 
this  prophecy,  and  which  it  is  necessary  to  note.  He  uses  the 
cardinal  number  "  one''  instead  of  the  ordinal  number ''  first." 
"  When  the  Lamb  had  opened  one  of  the  seals,''  instead  of  ''the 
first  of  the  seals,"  as  a  native  Greek  would  have  written.  In 
like  manner,  when  he  says,  that  one  of  the  living  beings  before 
described  spoke  to  him,  we  must  understand  him  to  mean  the 
first,  namely,  that  which  resembled  a  lion.  The  circumstance 
of  this  lion-like  being  caUing  the  attention  of  the  apostle  to  the 
emblem  about  to  appear,  may  accordingly  indicate  that  it  was 
designed  to  symbolize  an  event  displaying,  in  a  remarkable 
manner,  the  power  of  the  Deity,  of  which  the  lion-like  being  is 
a  type. 

The  seer  proceeds  to  say  (verse  2),  "And  I  beheld,  and 
lo,  a  white  horse,  and  his  rider  holding  a  bow ;  and  there  was 
given  to  him  a  crown,  and  he  went  forth  conquering,  and  that 
he  might  conquer." 

It  is  of  the  utmost  importance  accurately  to  determine  the 
meaning  of  this  emblem,  because  upon  its  interpretation  will 
depend  that  of  the  whole  series  which  follows  in  this  vision ; 
while  the  conclusion  at  which  we  arrive  on  this  point  may  seri- 
ously affect  our  views  of  all  the  remaining  emblems  evolved 
from  the  sealed  book. 

The  first  thing  to  be  ascertained  is  the  precise  meaning  of 
the  symbol  of  a  horse ;  and  as  it  recurs  not  only  in  this  vision, 
but  several  times  afterwards  in  the  course  of  the  future  visions, 
it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  preserve  the  unity  of  interpretation, 
that  the  meaning  we  attach  to  it  shall  be  such  as  may  be  appli- 
cable to  every  case  in  which  it  is  introduced.  Fortunately,  the 
signification  of  this  type  is  not  difficult  of  discovery.  The  horse 
is,  to  his  rider,  simply  an  instrument  of  progression;  so  that  the 
most  obvious  interpretation  of  the  symbol  of  a  horse  is  "pro- 
gress ;"  while  his  colour,  or  some  other  peculiarity  in  his  appear- 
ance, may  symbolize  the  characteristics  of  that  whose  progress 
he  denotes.  Now,  if  this  idea  be  found  applicable  to  all  the 
cases  in  which  the  emblem  of  the  horse  occurs  in  the  course  of 
these  prophecies  (as  will  be  made  evident  in  the  sequel),  it 
ought  to  be  preferred,  because  of  its  being  the  most  simple 
and  clear. 

The  white  colour  of  the  horse  in  this  vision,  then,  will  denote 
the  perfect  purity  of  that  whose  progress  it  indicates.  Thht  the 
whiteness  does  not  signify  mere  success,  or  prosperity,  is  evident 
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from  there  being  a  separate  symbol  for  these^  as  will  presently 
appear ;  while,  that  the  white  colour  does  really  signify  purity, 
is  made  manifest  by  its  frequent  use  in  that  sense  in  the  course 
of  these  prophecies.  We  have  the  white  throne  to  denote  the 
purity  of  the  judgment  exercised  by  its  occupant — the  white 
robes  to  denote  personal  righteousness ;  while  this  very  emblem 
of  the  white  horse  subsequently  recurs  in  such  a  connexion,  as 
to  remove  all  doubt  of  its  being  a  symbol  of  the  progress  of 
purity  and  holiness. 

The  description  of  the  rider  on  this  horse  is  so  indefinite,  as 
to  make  it  highly  improbable  that  any  individual  man,  or  suc- 
cession of  men,  is  indicated.  It  is  much  more  like  the  imper- 
sonation of  some  abstract  idea.  The  rider  is,  in  short,  the 
emblem  of  that  whose  progress  is  denoted  by  the  horse.  He  is 
said  to  have  had  given  to  him  "  a  crown.*'  There  are  two  words 
used  in  the  Bevelation,  both  of  which  our  translators  have  un- 
happily rendered  ''crown.*'  The  one  that  occurs  here  is 
Stephanos,  which  means  the  victor's  crown,  and  was  a  simple 
chaplet,  or  wreath  of  laurel  leaves,  bound  with  a  fillet  round  the 
head.  It  is  obviously  an  emblem  of  victorious  success.  The 
other  is  the  diadema,  or  kingly  crown,  which  is  plainly  an  em- 
blem of  sovereign  power. 

As  to  the  meaning  of  the  chaplet  given  to  the  rider  on  the 
white  horse,  we  are  not  left  to  conjecture ;  for  it  is  explained 
by  the  words  which  follow :  "  And  he  went  forth  conquering 
and  to  conquer."  This,  which  is  the  rendering  of  the  Author- 
ized Version,  scarcely  conveys  the  idea  of  the  original,  which 
means  that  he  went  forth  conquering  at  the  very  outset  of  his 
career,  and  destined  to  achieve  still  farther  conquests.  It  is 
therefore  plain  that  the  laurel  wreath  was  given  to  him  as  a 
token  and  pledge  of  success.  This  circumstance  strengthens 
our  previous  conclusion,  that  the  white  colour  of  the  horse  does 
not  signify  prosperity  or  success ;  for  we  should  thus  have  two 
emblems  for  the  same  idea.  The  whiteness  of  the  horse  must 
accordingly  be  regarded  as  symbolizing  the  purity  of  that  whose 
progress  it  denotes;  while  the  laurel  wreath  symbolizes  the 
success  of  the  advance. 

What  then  is  the  nature  of  the  conquests  which  this  rider  is 
to  achieve?  If  any  unprejudiced  mind  will  compare  this  em- 
blem with  those  which  follow  the  breaking  of  the  other  seals,  it 
cannot  fail  to  be  struck  with  the  contrast  these  present.  In  the 
emblem  which  accompanies  the  opening  of  the  second  seal,  in 
particular,  we  have  a  striking  portraiture  of  war  and  bloodshed ; 
but  on  the  pure  white  of  the  first  horse,  there  is  no  red  stain  to 
denote  the  shedding  of  even  a  drop  of  blood,  no  black  spot  to 
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^mboliie  a  aingle  pang  of  sorrow.  Hence  it  is  evident^  tkt 
the  conquests  of  his  rider  are  not  to  be  acquired  by  bloodshed, 
or  b^  any  means  which  can  inflict  upon  the  vanquished  injury 
or  distress. 

This  conclusion^  which  is  almost  self  evident^  absolutely  ex- 
cludes the  idea  that  the  rider  on  the  white  horse  can  represent 
any  earthly  warrior^  or  sovereign^  or  dynasty.  For  the  con- 
quests of  fdl  such  are  won  either  by  bloody  war  or  by  deceitful 
craft.  Whatever  may  be  the  halo  or  false  glory  which  they 
may  shed  around  the  conqueror^  or  his  native  land^  thej  are 
purchased  with  bloody  and  entail  upon  the  vanquished  sormors 
oppression  and  woe. 

Of  such  conquest  the  red  horse  and  his  rider  armed  with  a 
sword  are  the  fit  emblems.  The  white  horse^  on  the  other  hand, 
can  symbolise  nothing  save  the  progress  of  those  bloodless  con- 
quests which  purity  and  holiness  achieve  over  depravity  and  vice. 

What  then  are  the  means  by  which  these  victories  are 
gained?  They  are  here  typified^  not  by  a  swcnrd^  but  by  the 
bow^  held  in  the  hand  of  the  rider.  Now  when  the  apostle, 
whose  mind  must  have  been  fully  stored  with  prophetic  lore, 
first  beheld  this  emblem^  his  memory  could  not  tail  to  recall  the 
beautiful  prediction  concerning  the  Messiah  contained  in  the 
forty-fifth  Psalm :  *'  My  heart  is  inditing  a  good  matter: 
I  speak  of  the  things  which  I  have  made  touching  the  idog: 
my  tongue  is  the  j^en  of  a  ready  writer :  thou  art  fairer  than 
the  children  of  men ;  grace  is  poured  into  thy  lips,  therefore 
God  hath  blessed  thee  for  ever.  Gird  thy  sword  upon  thy 
thigh,  O  most  mighty,  with  thy  glory  and  thy  majesty.  And  in 
thy  majesty  ride  prosperously  because  of  truth  and  meekness 
and  righteousness ;  and  thy  right-hand  shall  teach  thee  terrible 
things.  Thine  arrows  are  sharp  in  the  heart  of  the  king's 
enemies ;  whereby  the  people  fall  under  thee/^ 

Now  what  sort  of  arrows  are  those  here  indicated  as  being 
sharp  in  the  heart  of  the  king's  enemies  ?  Not  surely  physical 
arrows,  designed  for  the  shedding  of  human  blood,  but  the  me- 
taphysical arrows  of  conviction  shot  from  the  unerring  bow  of 
divine  truth.  Here,  then,  we  have  a  clear  explanation  of  the 
bow  held  in  the  hands  of  the  rider  of  the  white  horse.  The 
conquests  to  be  won  by  this  rider  being  not  physical  or  poli- 
tical, but  moral  and  spiritual,  can  be  achieved  only  by  moral 
and  spiritual  weapons ;  and  of  these  no  finer  symbol  conid  be 
presented  than  that  unerring  bow  from  which  are  sped  the 
arrows,  that  are  sharp  in  the  hearts  of  the  king^s  enemies,  ti^ 
bow  of  divine  truth,  that  shoots  the  arrows  of  conviction,  which, 
while  they  penetrate  the  heart,  draw  not  a  drop  of  blood. 
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How  wide  then  of  the  mark  must  be  any  conjecture  as  to 
this  bow  being  a  physical  weapon^  designating  the  means  by 
which  bloody  victories  are  gained^  or  a  sort  of  heraldic  symbol, 
denoting  the  birthplace  or  some  other  peculiarity  distinguishing 
the  waiTior  or  sovereign  by  whom  it  is  held.  So  low  and  ma- 
terial an  idea  is  itself  but  a  devious  arrow  shot  from  an  erring 
bow. 

Whoy  then^  is  this  spiritual  archer  whose  arrows  are  sharp  in 
the  hearts  of  the  king's  enemies^  whose  brow  is  wreathed  with 
laurel  as  a  token  of  success^  who  goes  forth  achieving  and 
destined  to  achieve  moral  and  spiritual  conquests^  and  whose 
progress  is  distinguished  by  purity  and  holiness?  There  can 
be  only  one  reply^  Cheistianity.  For  this  rider  is  not  a 
portrait ;  there  are  no  lineaments  given  by  which  the  individual 
may  be  recognized.  It  is  an  impersonation  of  an  abstract  idea; 
and  no  other  idea  whatever  will  exactly  correspond  with  the 
emblem  in  every  particular  save  Christianity  alone.  To  give  it 
a  lower  interpretation,  to  see  in  it  nothing  but  the  type  of  a 
great  earthly  warrior  or  sovereign,  or  any  succession  of  such 
going  forth  to  achieve  material  conquests  by  physical  weapons 
and  bloody  wars,  were  to  debase  its  sublimity,  to  violate  its 
propriety,  and  to  falsify  its  truth. 

It  is  of  the  more  importance  accurately  to  fix  the  meaning  of 
this  emblem,  because  of  its  being,  as  it  were,  the  title  page  of 
the  volume.  It  indicates  the  principal  subject  to  which  all  the 
rest  of  the  prophecies  relate.  And  what  subject  more  likely  to 
be  made  the  burden  of  these  beautiful  scenic  predictions  than 
the  origin,  progress,  and  final  development  of  that  great  desiga 
which  is  nearest  to  the  heart  of  its  Almighty  framer,  whose 
object  is  to  redeem  mankind  from  sin  and  misery,  and  gather 
to  himself  all  those  who  are  willing  to  become  his  obedient  sons. 
Compared  with  these,  all  other  subjects  dwindle  into  utter  in- 
significance. Battles  may  be  lost  and  won ;  empires  and  king- 
doms may  rise  aiid  fall;  cities  may  flourish  and  decay;  but 
what  are  all  those  things  when  laid  in  the  balance  with  the 
religion  of  Christ?  "  Behold !  the  nations  are  as  a  drop  of  a 
backet,  and  are  counted  as  the  small  dust  of  the  balance ;  all 
nations  before  him  are  as  nothing;  and  they  are  counted  to  him 
less  than  nothing  and  vanity.^'  "  He  bringeth  the  princes  to 
nothing :  he  maketh  the  judges  of  the  earth  as  vanity.*'  Not  so 
vrith  the  Christian  religion.  It  is  the  stone  cut  out  without 
hands,  which  is  cast  into  the  earth,  which  is  to  supersede  all 
worldly  dominions,  and  which  is  ultimately  to  become  a  great 
mountain,  filling  the  whole  earth.  It  is  the  spiritual  house 
founded  upon  the  rock  Christ,  of  which  every  true  member  is  a 
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Peter,  or  stone  cut  from  the  rock,  and  built  into  that  holy 
temple  whidi  is  to  stand  for  ever,  and  against  which  the  gates 
of  hell  shall  not  prevail. 

Sorely  then  it  is  far  more  probable,  that  the  principal  snb- 
lect  of  these  prophecies  should  be  the  history  of  this  divine 
luQgdom  rather  than  of  any  earthly  monarchy — ^that  the  em- 
blems presented  to  the  eye  of  the  seer  should  prefigure  events 
connected  with  the  rise  and  progress  of  Christianity ;  its  strag- 
gles to  maintain  the  cause  of  purity  and  truth  against  the 
corruption  and  deceitfulness  of  human  nature;  its  gradual 
acquisition  of  sway,  first  over  one,  then  over  another  of  the 
kingdoms  of  this  world,  until  it  bring  the  whole  dominions  of 
the  earth  under  its  influence,  and  its  final  triumph  in  the  future 
state,  rather  than  that  these  scenic  representations  should 
symbolize  the  rise  and  fall  of  sovereigns  and  dynasties,  king- 
dioms  and  empires,  the  conflicts  of  martial  hosts,  and  the  over- 
throw of  mighty  cities.  Not  but  that  there  may  be  incidental 
allusions  to  such  events,  as  bearing  upon  the  general  history  of 
Christianity.  Indeed,  the  record  itself  clearly  shews  that  some 
of  the  events  symbolized  are  partly  of  a  natural,  and  partly  of  a 
political  character.  But  wherever  their  meaning  is  not  thus 
defined  by  explanations  given  in  the  course  of  the  narrative,  we 
ought  to  regard  the  emblems  as  purely  metaphysical — as  sym- 
bolizing events  connected  with  the  spiritual,  moral,  and^  intel- 
lectual history  of  the  human  race,  and  in  a  special  manner  with 
the  progress  and  development  of  Christian  faith. 

The  apostle  next  proceeds  to  describe  the  phenomena  which 
accompanied  the  breaking  of  the  second  seal,  verses  3, 4 :  '^  And 
when  he  had  opened  the  second  seal,  I  heard  the  second  beast 
say.  Come  and  see.  And  there  went  out  another  horse  that 
was  red,  and  power  was  given  to  him  that  sat  thereon  to  take 
peace  from  the  earth,  and  that  they  should  kill  one  another; 
and  there  was  given  unto  him  a  great  sword .'' 

The  circumstance  of  the  second  living  being,  which  resem- 
bled a  young  steer,  calling  attention  to  this  emblem,  appears  to 
indicate  that  it  symbolizes  an  event,  or  series  of  events,  which 
should  caU  forth  the  endurance  of  labour  and  travail  on  the  part 
of  man,  and  of  long-suffering  and  forbearance  on  the  part  of 
God — ^the  laborious  ox  being  an  obvious  emblem  of  those  ideas. 
With  regard  to  the  red  horse  and  his  rider,  both  the  symbol 
and  the  accompanying  description  are  so  clear,  as  to  remove  all 
doubt  concerning  the  ideas  which  it  is  designed  to  portray.  It 
will  be  particularly  noted^  that  this  rider  has  no  crown,  neither 
chaplet  nor  diadem ;  and  there  is  no  description  given  of  bis 
person.     It  is  therefore  evident  that  he  does  not  represent  any 
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sovereign,  or  dynasty,  or  any  victorious  warrior.  He  is  simply 
a  personification  of  the  abstract  idea  of  war.  Indeed,  the  ex- 
planatory words  which  accompany  the  appearance  of  this  rider 
take  away  all  room  for  conjecture.  "  Power  was  given  to  him 
to  take  peace  from  the  earth,  and  to  cause  men  to  kill  one 
another ;  and  there  was  given  to  him  a  great  sword.^^  These 
words  shew,  not  only  that  the  rider  is  an  impersonation  of  war, 
but  that  this  spirit  of  strife  was  permitted  by  Divine  Providence 
for  the  accomplishment  of  some  great  moral  end,  to  visit  the 
earth,  and  deprive  it  of  peace.  The  red  horse  is  plainly  a  type 
of  the  progress  of  bloodshed.  The  phrase,  "and  that  they 
should  kill  one  another,'^  appears  to  involve  the  idea  of  in- 
ternecine warfare.  The  great  sword  obviously  implies  the  vast- 
ness  of  the  scale  on  which  these  wars  were  to  be  conducted. 

This  emblem  is  so  easy  of  explanation  that  it  need  not  detain 
us  longer. 

The  next  presents  some  greater  difficulties.  It  is  thus 
described  by  the  apostle,  verses  5,  6:  "And  when  he  had 
opened  the  third  seal,  I  heard  the  third  beast  say.  Come  and 
see.  And  I  beheld,  and  lo  a  black  horse ;  and  he  that  sat  on 
him  had  a  pair  of  balances  in  his  hand.  And  I  heard  a  voice 
in  the  midst  of  the  four  beasts  say,  A  measure  of  wheat  for  a 
penny,  and  three  measures  of  barley  for  a  penny ;  and  see  thou 
hurt  not  the  oil  and  the  wine.^^ 

We  are  here  informed  that,  when  the  third  seal  was  broken, 
the  third  living  being,  which  was  human-headed,  invited  John's 
.  attention  to  what  was  about  to  appear.  We  may  hence  gather, 
that  this  emblem  represents  a  state  of  things,  calling  forth  the 
exercise  of  reason  and  judgment.  The  interpretation  of  this 
symbol  will  much  depend  upon  our  understanding  of  the  terms 
of  the  proclamation  which  accompanied  the  appearance  of  this 
horseman.  It  will  be  observed,  that  the  voice  which  proclaims 
is  not  that  of  the  rider,  but  proceeds  from  the  midst  of  the  four 
symbolical  living  beings.  This  circumstance  indicates,  that  the 
events  which  the  emblem  symbolizes  did  not  arise  from  human 
agency,  and  that  the  command  to  the  rider  did  not  proceed 
from  human  authority,  but  that  both  came  from  the  Deity  in 
the  exercise  of  all  his  attributes. 

The  most  important  part  of  the  proclamation  is  the  first 
clause :  "  A  measure  of  wheat  for  a  penny/'  The  measure  here 
mentioned  was  somewhat  more  than  a  quart,  and  was  considered 
a  day's  allowance  of  wheat  for  a  man.  The  Roman  penny,  again^ 
was  about  sevenpence  three  farthings  of  our  money,  and  was  the 
accustomed  daily  wage  of  a  labourer,  as  we  learn  from  our 
Lord's  parable  of  the  labourers  hired  to  work  in  the  vineyard^ 
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who  received  every  man  a  penny.  The  prodamation  is  theie- 
fore  equivalent  to  ''a  day's  food  for  a  day's  wage/'  Fully  to 
understand  the  «ctreme  dearth  which  this  state  of  the  market 
indicates,  we  must  reduce  both  the  day's  wage  and  the  price  to 
the  standards  of  modem  times.  Now,  taking  the  average  daily 
wage  of  an  agricultural  labourer  to  be  one  shillings  and  the 
measure  here  mentioned  as  equivalent  to  about  -rfr th  part  of  a 
quarter  of  wheat;  the  price  here  indicated  would  be  equal 
to  wheat  at  285  shillings  per  quarter  at  the  present  time--a 
price  far  beyond  the  limits  of  modem  experience,  and  denoting 
a  dearth  of  extreme  severity.  This,  accordingly,  is  the  im- 
pression which  these  words  must  have  conveyed  to  the  mind 
of  the  apostle,  who  could  have  gathered  from  them  no  other 
idea  than  that  of  a  great  famine;  for  it  is  evident  that  such  a 
price  would  place  wheat  entirely  beyond  the  reach  of  the  labour- 
ing class. 

That  this  scarcity  of  wheat  was  not  produced  by  any  fiscal 
regulations — by  any  alteration  in  the  usual  standard  valne  of 
the  penny,  or  in  the  accustomed  capacity  of  the  measure,  is 
rendered  evident  by  the  accompanying  price  of  barley.  For 
had  the  standard  value  of  the  penny  or  the  capacity  of  the  mea- 
sure been  altered,  the  price  of  barley  would  have  been  affected 
in  exactly  equivalent  proportion  to  that  of  wheat.  But  this  is 
not  the  case ;  for  the  Visual  relative  proportion  of  the  price  of 
wheat  to  that  of  barley  is  somewhat  less  than  double ;  whereas 
it  appears,  by  this  proclamation,  to  have  been  treble — ^thus  indi- 
cating a  proportionably  greater  scarcity  of  wheat  than  of  barley. 
Now,  this  circumstance  plainly  shews,  that  the  scarcity  of  wheat 
arose  not  from  fiscal  but  fit>m  natural  causes — from  an  actual 
deficiency  in  the  wheat  crop — ^the  result  partly  of  untoward 
seasons,  and  partly  of  the  ravages  of  war,  desolating  the  more 
fertile  and  wheat-growing  districts  of  the  land.  Barley  being  a 
much  hardier  plant  than  wheat,  does  not  in  general  suffer  to  the 
same  extent  from  unfavourable  seasons ;  and  as  it  grows  on  up- 
land and  inferior  soils,  which  are  less  liable  to  become  the  theatre 
of  war  than  rich  and  fertile  plains,  the  barley  crop  is  less  apt  to 
be  affected  by  warlike  operations  than  that  of  wheat.  These 
considerations  explain  the  unusual  disparity  between  the  prices 
of  wheat  and  barley/ 

a  We  may  attain  to  a  more  thorough  appreciation  of  the  unvsnal  dearness  of  pio- 
Tisions  here  indicated  by  comparing  these  prices  with  some  of  the  recorded  ^}f^ 
the  market  in  ancient  times.  Thus  Poly  bins,  who  died  about  b.c.  124,  in  the^hy* 
second  year  of  his  age,  states  (book  ii.,  page  103)  that,  in  his  days,  the  Sicih^ 
medimmu  of  wheat  was  commonly  sold  in  Italy  for  four  odoU,  and  the  same  ffunt^ 
of  barley  for  two  oMi — ^thns  indicatiDg  the  usual  proportion  of  the  price  of  ^^  ^ 
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This  comparatively  lower  price  of  barley,  however,  would  be 
but  a  small  alleviation  of  the  miseries  prodaced  by  a  great  scar- 
city of  wheat.  The  quantity  of  barley  required  for  daQy  food  is 
double  that  of  wheat,  owing  to  the  difference  in  the  nutridous 
qualities  of  those  two  grains ;  and  it  is  well  known  to  physiolo- 
gists, that  fche  restriction  to  barley  food  has  an  injurious  effect 
upon  the  constitution,  particularly  in  warm  climates,  inducing  a 
liability  to  disease.  The  being  obliged  to  subsist  upon  this 
inferior  food,  therefore,  could  not  fail  to  operate  as  a  great  hard- 
ship upon  the  mass  of  mankind ;  while  the  price,  although  com- 
paratively lower  than  that  of  wheat,  was  still  high,  seeing  it 
would  be  necessary  for  a  labourer  to  give  two-thirds  of  his  daily 
wage  to  purchase  a  day^s  food  in  barley,  leaving  but  a  small 
margin  for  other  purposes.  Eeduced  to  the  standard  of  modem 
times,  as  before,  this  price  of  barley  is  equivalent  to  about 
seventy-eight  shillings  per  quarter,  wluch  we  should  reckon  very 
high  even  for  wheat. 

But  what  of  the  oil  and  the  wine  ?  Some  misconception 
on  this  point  is  apt  to  be  engendered  by  the  peculiar  turn  of 
our  translation.     "  See  thou  hurt  not  the  oil  and  the  wine.'^ 

be  only  double  that  of  barley.  The  Sicilian  medimniu  was  one- sixth  less  than  the 
Attic  measure  of  the  same  name,  which  latter  contained  forty-eight  ot  the  measures 
mentioned  in  the  text ;  s^  that  tlie  Sicilian  medimmu  was  forty  of  those  measnres, 
and  its  price  (four  oboU)  was  equal  to  sixpence  halfpenny  of  our  money ;  thus  bearing 
very  nearly  the  same  proportion  to  the  Roman  denarhu,  or  penny,  that  the  Sicilian 
measure  bears  to  the  Attic  measure.  Hence  about  forty-eight  measures  of  wheat  and 
ninety-six  measures  of  barley  might  hare  been  obtained  for  the  Roman  denarius  in 
the  days  of  Polybius.  Thus  the  prices  mentioned  in  the  text  are,  for  wheat,  nearly 
forty-eight  times,  and  for  barley  nearly  thirty-two  times  greater  than  those  which 
ranged  at  that  period. 

Again,  we  have  the  priees  of  com  mentioned  in  the  days  of  Cicero,  who  died 
B.C.  43,  in  the  sixty-four^  year  of  his  age.  That  eminent  orator,  in  his  speech 
against  Verres,  states  that  there  were  two  sorts  of  com  in  Sicily,  the  decumanum 
and  the  imperatumt  and  that  the  former  could  he  bought  in  Sicily  for  three  sestertii, 
and  the  latter  for  four  sestertUf  the  Roman  modius.  The  modius  was  equal  to  eight 
of  the  measures  mentioned  in  the  text;  and  four  sestertU  were  equal  to  the  denartusj 
so  that  the  best  of  the  above  qualities  of  wheat  oould,  in  the  days  of  Cicero,  be  pro- 
cured for  one-eighth  of  the  price  mentioned  in  the  text. 

Lastly,  to  come  to  the  apostles'  own  time,  it  is  mentioned  by  Tacitus,  in  his 
Annab,  that  the  Emperor  Nero,  after  tiie  burning  of  Rome,  reduced  the  price  of  com 
to  three  nunum  or  sestertii,  the  same  price  as  was  paid  for  the  inferior  kind  of  wheat 
in  Cicero's  time ;  so  that  the  general  price  was  probably  the  same  at  both  periods. 
The  statement  made  by  Tacitus,  howcTer,  shews  that  the  price  had  previously  been 
higher. 

These  low  prices  of  grain  were  not  due  to  any  scarcity  of  the  precious  metals ; 
for  it  is  well  known  that,  in  those  days,  money  was  very  abundant  among  the  Romans, 
many  of  whom  were  possessed  of  great  wealth.  They  were  also  coincident  with  very 
high  prices  given  for  articles  of  luxury. 

It  may  accordingly  be  concluded,  that  the  price  of  wheat  mentioned  in  the  text 
was  about  eight  times,  and  the  price  of  barley  about  five  times,  greater  than  the 
average  prices  of  those  days. 
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This  phrase  might  be  misinterpreted  to  mean^  that  although  the 
wheat  and  barley  were  to  be  scarce,  there  was  to  be  an  average 
supply  of  oil  and  wine.  But  had  such  been  the  purport  of  the 
proclamation,  the  phraseology  would  undoubtedly  have  been 
''  See  thou  hurt  not  the  olive  and  the  yine/^  The  application 
of  the  verb  to  the  manufactured  articles,  the  oil  and  the  ivme, 
however,  shews  that  it  ought  to  be  here  understood  in  its  more 
strictly  liberal  sense,  "deal  not  unjustly  by  the  oil  and  the  winej" 
do  not  adulterate  it;  do  not  give  deficient  measure;  and  be 
careful  to  waste  not  a  drop.  Thus  understood,  the  proclamation 
implies  a  scarcity  of  oil  and  wine,  though  not  perhaps  equal  in 
degree  to  that  of  wheat  and  barley.  What  we  are  to  gather, 
then,  from  the  proclamation  is,  that  this  emblem  viewed  in  its 
integrity,  represents  a  period  of  extreme  dearth,  amounting  to 
absolute  famine.  The  black  colour  of  the  horse  must,  therefore, 
indicate  the  progress  of  mourning  and  woe,  disease  and  death, 
consequent  upon  the  scarcity. 

But  what  does  the  rider  represent  ?  He  is  plainly  not  an 
individual,  or  a  type  of  a  class,  but,  like  his  two  forerunners,  a 
personification  of  an  abstract  idea.  Now,  it  is  to  the  rider  that 
the  proclamation  is  addressed ;  and  its  terms  exclude  the  notion 
of  his  being  a  personification  of  famine ;  for  then  the  command 
would  have  been,  "  Go  forth,  and  rust  the  wheat  and  blight  the 
barley ;  corrupt  the  olive,  and  shrivel  the  grape."  But  the  in- 
junction, "  deal  not  unjustly  by  the  oil  and  the  wine,^^  implies 
quite  a  contrary  idea.  The  rider  must,  accordingly,  be  regarded 
as  an  impersonation  of  that  spirit  of  rigid  economy  and  watch- 
ful exactness  in  dealing  which  is  called  forth  by  the  prevalence 
of  famine.  Every  man  is  stinted  in  his  allowance ;  every  buyer 
watches  that  he  receives  exact  measure  for  his  money ;  every 
seller  that  he  gets  the  correct  value  of  what  he  sells.  All  these 
ideas  are  clearly  involved  in  the  proclamation ;  and  seeing  it  is 
addressed  to  the  rider,  he  must  be  held  to  represent  that  spirit 
in  man  which  these  words  would  be  calculated  to  arouse. 

The  nature  of  the  object  which  this  rider  held  in  his  hand 
is  doubtful ;  for  the  Greek  word  means  "  yoke  "  more  frequently 
than  "  balance.^'  If  it  was  a  yoke,  the  meaning  of  the  synabol 
would  be,  that  the  strict  economy  which  the  rider  personifies 
would  impose  a  heavy  burden  upon  the  people,  would  be  like 
placing  a  yoke  upon  their  necks.  But  the  ideas  of  mensuration 
and  bargain  involved  in  the  proclamation  rather  favour  the  con- 
clusion, that  what  the  rider  held  was  a  balance.  It  would  be 
an  error,  however,  to  suppose  this  balance  to  indicate  that  the 
corn  would,  owing  to  the  scarcity,  be  sold  by  weight  instead  of 
measure ;  for  in  the  proclamation  it  is  expressly  declared,  that 
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the  grain  is  to  be  sold  by  the  small  measure  here  mentioned — 
an  intimation  which  in  itself  indicates  extreme  scarcity;  as 
shewing,  that  only  a  day^s  food  could,  in  general,  be  purchased 
at  a  time.  The  purpose  of  the  balance  is  obviously  to  weigh 
the  coin  received  in  exchange  for  the  measure  of  grain,  a  cir- 
cumstance which  still  more  forcibly  illustrates  the  severity  of 
the  famine,  as  intimating  that,  in  the  sale  of  food,  the  penny 
would  not  be  taken  at  its  nominal  value,  but  would  be  carefully 
weighed,  and  that  a  portion  would  be  ta^en  out  of  the  measure 
of  grain,  corresponding  to  any  deficiency  in  the  weight  of  the 
coin.  Perhaps  the  Greek  word,  with  the  double  meaning, 
'*  yoke  and  balance,'^  may  have  been  selected  for  the  purpose  of 
suggesting  both  ideas,  the  heavy  burden  imposed  by  the  scar- 
city, and  the  scrupulous  exactness  in  dealing  which  it  would 
call  forth. 

This  emblem,  viewed  in  its  integrity,  portrays  in  so  clear 
and  forcible  a  manner  a  great  famine,  and  the  progress  of  those 
calamities  which  uniformly  attend  a  dearth  of  food,  that  it  may 
appear  almost  superfluous  to  reargue  any  other  supposition. 
Sut  this  famine  is  so  important  in  a  chronological  point  of  view, 
that  it  may  not  be  amiss  to  shew  the  utter  groundlessness  of  any 
other  interpretation ;  as,  for  instance,  that  this  emblem  indi- 
cates, not  a  natural  famine  but  a  state  of  pecuniary  distress, 
induced  by  the  lowering  of  the  money  standard,  and  heavy  tax- 
ation. Now,  that  it  was  not  induced  by  the  lowering  of  the 
standard  of  the  current  coin,  is  evident  from  the  inequality  with 
which  the  price  of  commodities  was  affected — that  of  wheat 
rising  so  much  more  in  proportion  to  that  of  barley,  or  of  oil 
and  wine;  for  although  the  proclamation  intimates  that  these 
last  would  be  so  scarce  as  to  call  forth  great  economy  and  exact- 
ness in  dealing,  yet  it  does  not  imply  a  scarcity  so  extreme  as 
that  indicated  by  the  price  of  wheat.  The  balance  in  the  hand 
of  the  rider,  moreover,  shews,  that  the  seller  would,  by  weighing 
the  coins,  take  care  that  he  obtained  the  full  value  in  brass  for 
what  he  sold  in  food;  so  that  a  general  debasement  of  the  cur- 
rent coin,  unaccompanied  by  any  authorized  lowering  of  the 
standard,  would  only  aggravate  the  state  of  famine,  but  could 
not  cause  the  high  prices,  which  are  evidently  fixed  according  to 
the  standard  value  of  the  Roman  penny. 

The  supposition,  again,  that  this  emblem  indicates  merely  a 
heavy  pressure  of  taxation,  is  quite  untenable.  For  suppose 
the  taxes  exigible  in  money,  and  commuted  into  grain,  or  other 
country  produce,  it  would  rather  be  a  relief  to  the  tax-payer  to 
hear  it  announced  that  he  had  to  give  only  one  measure  of  wheat, 
or  three  of  barley,  instead  of  a  penny  in  money ;  while,  on  the 
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oilier  liand,  the  terma  of  the  prodamation  are  inconsisteiit  with 
the  idea  that  the  tax  was  le^iUj  exigible  in  prodace,  but  that, 
by  an  arbitrary  fiscal  regulation,  or  by  the  rapacity  of  provincial 
governors,  a  penny  was  exacted  for  every  measure  of  wheat, 
and  every  three  measures  of  barley,  leviable  in  kind.  Had  such 
been  the  meaning,  the  terms  of  the  proclamation  would  have 
been  reversed,  lliey  would  have  been,  "  A  penny  for  a  measure 
of  wheat,  and  a  penny  for  three  measures  of  barley/'  Besides, 
the  iniunction  of  exact  dealing  in  regard  to  the  oil  and  wine, 
is  qmte  irreconcilable  with  such  a  mode  of  interpretation. 
Equally  untenable  is  the  supposition,  that  the  measure  here 
mentioned  is  not  to  be  understood  as  the  ordinary  measure 
known  by  this  name  in  the  days  of  the  apostle,  but  that  the 

Sroclamation  refers  to  a  measure  of  much  lai^er  capacity,  intro- 
need  at  a  long  subsequent  period,  but  to  which  the  same  name 
was  applied.  For,  in  the  first  place,  this  would  make  the  terms 
of  the  proclamation  convey  a  false  impression  to  the  mind  of 
the  apostle,  who  would  understand  by  the  measure  here  named 
only  that  with  which  he  was  himself  acquainted ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  if  the  measure  were  enlarged  to  such  an  extent,  as 
to  make  the  prices  here  mentioned  moderate,  or  even  cheap, 
whence  the  necessity  for  this  solemn  proclamation  of  a  state  of 
prices  differing  little  from  the  ordinary  range  of  the  markets, 
and  whence  the  sorrow  and  distress  of  which  the  black  horse  is 
so  strikingly  an  emblem  ? 

It  is  accordingly  impossible,  by  any  ingenuity,  to  explain 
away  the  obvious  meaning  of  this  striking  emblem,  as  symbo- 
lizing a  dearth  of  extraordinary  severity,  the  direct  visitation  of 
Divine  Providence,  inflicted,  doubtless,  for  the  furtherance  of 
God's  great  moral  designs. 

P. 
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COBBESFONDEHCE. 


*i/^  The  Editor  begs  the  reader  will  bear  in  mind  that  he  does  not  hold  himself 
responsible  for  the  opinions  of  his  Correspondents. 


KEMAEKS  ON  HEBKEWS  v.  7. 

Sib, — ^In  the  Correspondence  of  the  last  number  of  your  valuable  Journal 
there  is  contained  an  interesting  criticism,  by  the  Kev.  William  Tait, 
Bugby,  on  the  text  Heb.  v.  7,  in  which  the  writer,  after  a  careful  analysis 
of  the  passage,  proposed  to  render  it  in  such  a  manner  as,  if  correct,  would 
lead  to  the  substitution  of  the  words  "  out  of  death,"  for  the  words  "  from 
death,**  of  our  English  version.  As  it  does  not  appear  to  me  that  Mr. 
Tait  has  successfully  made  out  his  point,  and  as  it  is  always  a  matter  of 
the  deepest  satisfaction  to  the  biblical  critic,  a  satisfaction  which  Mr.  Tait 
will  fully  share,  when  he  can  receive,  as  correct,  any  rendering  of  our 
English  Bible,  I  trust  that  I  may  be  allowed  to  set  forth,  as  shortly  as 
possible,  the  reasons  which  induce  me  to  prefer  the  translation  "from 
death,"  to  the  proposed  emendation,  "  out  of  death." 

(1.)  Although  it  is  perfectly  true  that  innumerable  passages  can  be 
quoted,  both  from  Scripture  and  from  profane  writers,  where  the  preposi- 
tion iK  is  to  be  translated  out  of,  and  although  even  eV  Oavdrov  may  be 
frequently  rendered  in  that  way,  it  is  worthy  of  note  that,  according  to 
Scripture  usage,  when  any  one  is  said  to  be  saved  ck  a  particular  state,  he 
is  spoken  of  as  having  been  already  in,  or  is  supposed  at  the  moment  to 
be  in,  that  state.  Thus,  Jude  v.  "  Having  saved  the  people  out  of  the 
land  of  Egypt,*'  €k  7^9  Ai^virrov  civtrus.  John  v.  24,  '*  Is  passed  from 
death  unto  life,"  iic  rov  Oavarov  €19  rfiv  ^wrjv,  John  xii.  27,  "Father, 
save  me  from  this  hour,"  a&aov  fie  ex  t^%  wpas  Tavriy?,  So  also,  1  John 
iii.  14 ;  1  Pet.  ii.  9  ;  2  Cor.  i.  10.*  There  is,  indeed,  one  passage,  James 
V.  20,  where,  at  first  sight,  the  death  spoken  of  might  seem  to  be  only 
future,  but  a  moment's  consideration  will  shew  to  us  that  Oavaro^  is  not 
there  to  be  understood  of  the  grave,  but  of  that  spiritual  death,  involving 
indeed  physical  death  as  a  consequence,  which  is  so  commonly  represented 
in  Scripture  by  the  term  0dvaTO9,  an  interpretation  rendered  clear  by  the 
use  of  the  word  in  the  same  epistle,  i.  15,  and  by  the  clause  which  imme- 
diately follows  in  the  passage  to  which  we  more  especially  refer,  "and 
shall  cover  a  multitude  of  sins."  To  refer  here  the  language  of  the  apostle, 
language  precisely  similar  to  what  we  find  in  Heb.  v.  7,  to  the  resurrection, 
except  in  so  far  as  that  doctrine  is  involved  in  the  very  idea  of  true  spi- 
ritud  life,  is  what  no  one  would  think  of.     Had,  then,  the  Saviour  either 

a  Numerous  examples  of  the  same  usage,  from  the  dassical  writers,  will  be  found 
in  Bleek  Hebraer.  Brief,  in  loco. 
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been  in  the  grave  before  he  used  these  words,  before  he  addressed  the 
Father  as  one  who  could  save  him  ex  Savarov,  or  were  he  to  be  thought 
of,  if  such  a  thought  were  possible,  as  being  in  the  grave  at  the  time  he 
used  them,  then  he  might  express  the  fact  of  the  resurrection  by  the  phrase 
ffw^eiv  €K  Oavarov,  but  not  otherwise.  No  doubt  it  may  be  said  that  he 
threw  himself  forward,  that  he  imagined  himself  in  the  grave,  and  then 
prayed  for  the  deliverance  which  he  thus  anticipated ;  but  it  is  not  desir- 
able to  resort  to  such  an  idea  unless  it  is  necessary  to  do  so,  and  we  shall 
immediately  see  that  so  far  from  being  necessary,  it  is  rather  opposed  to 
any  other  intimations  upon  the  point  contained  in  Scripture.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  we  understand  ix  Oavarov,  '*  from  death,"  as  a  parallel  pas- 
sage to  the  €K  T^9  ufpa9  Tavrtji  of  John  xii.  27,  we  immediately  see  how 
appropriajiely  it  would  express  the  Redeemer's  feelings,  when  all  the  terrors 
of  his  last  sufferings,  when  even  death  itself,  was  immediately  present  to 
his  mind. 

(2.)  The  force  of  this  observation,  however,  would  be  materially  di- 
minished if  we  were  to  understand  the  description  here  given  of  God, 
6  Bvvafievo9  ffu^eiv  eic  Oavarov,  as  a  description  of  the  apostle's  own  view 
of  God,  instead  of  a  description  of  that  light  in  which  Jesus  looked  to  the 
Father.  Arguing  backwards  from  a  known  result,  the  apostle  might  then 
well  speak  of  God  as  one  able  "  to  save  out  of  death."  But  not  to  say 
that  the  whole  bearing  of  the  passage  evidently  implies  that  these  words 
are  intended  to  be  descriptive  of  the  mind  of  Jesus  when  he  prayed,  it  is 
enough  to  observe  that  Mr.  Tait  himself,  pp.  156,  157,  clearly  takes  this 
view  of  them.  We  may,  therefore,  without  hesitation,  assume  that  the 
reason  why  we  find  God  thus  spoken  of  is,  that  we  have  here  the  subject 
of  the  Redeemer's  prayer.  He  prayed  orw&^vai  eV  Oavdrov.  But  we  do 
not  find  the  slightest  intimation,  in  the  whole  history  of  Christ,  that  he 
ever  prayed  to  be  raised  from  the  dead.  He  rejoiced,  verse  16,  in  the 
assurance  that  he  would  be  so ;  he  frequently  told  his  disciples  that  he 
would  rise  again ;  he  looked  forward,  with  the  most  confident  assurance, 
to  his  own  resurrection.  It  is  inconsistent  with  this  firm,  this,  from  the 
Very  first,  rejoicing  confidence  that  he  would  rise  again,  to  represent  him 
here  as  praying  for  it.  But  this  inconsistency  is  rendered  more  striking 
when  we  further  observe,  that  he  not  only  prayed  for  the  deliverance,  what- 
ever it  was,  spoken  of  in  the  passage,  but  that  he  did  so  with  "  strong 
ciying  and  tears."  Is  it  conceivable  that,  in  the  anguish  of  mind  which 
these  words  describe,  he  could  pray  to  be  raised  again?  One  may  cer- 
tainly pray  for  that  which  he  is  assured  is  to  be,  but  it  will  be  with  feelings 
corresponding  to  the  nature  of  the  request.  If  the  thing  is  a  source  of  the 
highest  and  most  exalting  joy,  it  will  not  be  with  other  feelings  than  those 
of  joy  that  we  pray  for  it.  It  cannot  be  said,  in  reply  to  this,  Christ  knew 
that  he  was  to  die,  and  how  then  could  he  pray  against  it  P  For  it  is  at 
once  obvious  to  answer,  that  it  is  a  fact  that  he  thus  did  pray ;  and,  further, 
that  his  thus  praying  is  most  strikingly  illustrative  of  that  human  frailty 
which  he  shared  with  us,  and  that  that  prayer,  taken  in  connexion  with 
the  other  words  uttered  by  him  at  the  same  time,  most  appropriately  illus- 
trates the  particular  point  which  the  apostle  has  in  view  in  this  passage. 
In  any  case,  to  represent  Christ  as  praying  that  he  might  be  delivered 


1857.]  Remarks  on  Hebrews  v.  7.  421 

*'  out  of  death,"  not  only  finds  no  countenance  in  the  Gospel  narrative,  but 
is  rather  opposed  to  it. 

(3.)  The  force  of  this  will  be  seen  to  be  still  greater  if  we  attend  to 
the  time  at  which  it  is  said  that  our  Lord  thus  prayed.  It  wa^  ev  raU 
^fi€pat9  T^9  ffapK09  avTov.  Mr.  Tait,  following  Stuart,  rightly  interprets 
this  to  mean,  although  I  would  limit  the  remark  by  saying,  to  mean  in  the 
main,  '*  during  his  mental  condition  or  state,"  whilst  he  dwelt  on  earth  as 
the  "  Logos  incarnate ;"  and,  again,  "  he  is  evidently  referring  to  some- 
thing habittial"  Was  it,  then,  an  habitual  part  of  our  Lord's  prayers  to 
his  Father,  during  the  whole  course  of  his  mortal  condition  or  state,  that 
lie  might  be  raised  from  the  dead  ?  It  is  quite  impossible  to  suppose 
this.  We  know  that,  long  before  the  scene  in  Gethsemane,  the  thought 
of  the  trials  which  he  had  to  undergo  when  the  latter  end  of  his  ministry 
should  arrive,  was  an  object  to  him  of  pain  and  sinless  dread.  Matt. 
xvi.  21.  '*  From  that  time  forth  began  Jesus  to  shew  unto  his  disciples," 
etc.  He  makes  mention,  indeed,  here  of  the  resurrection,  but  if  we  refer 
the  words  airo  rdre  to  the  time  when  Peter  made  his  striking  confession 
immediately  before,  we  cannot  doubt  that  it  was  precisely  because  of  the 
strength  and  glorious  character  of  that  confession,  that  Jesus  would  now 
unfold  to  him  and  his  fellow  apostles  the  nature  of  those  mysterious  suf- 
ferings which  awaited  him.  Considering  the  imperfect  notions  which  these 
apostles  stiU  had  of  the  mission  of  Christ,  it  was  all  the  more  needful  to 
fitrip  their  expectations  of  those  earthly  elements  which  still  clung  to  them, 
and  especially  when  these  expectations  were  expressed  in  language  which 
referred  to  his  glory  rather  than  his  humiliation.  We  can  hardly  be  wrong, 
therefore,  in  saying  that,  although  in  this  verse  the  resurrection  is  men- 
tioned, yet  it  was  the  sufferings,  the  death,  upon  which  Jesus  laid  peculiar 
stress.  And  Peter  felt  it  to  be  so,  for  (verse  22)  he  immediately  "  took 
him,  and  began  to  rebuke  him,  saying,  Be  it  far  from  thee.  Lord,  this  shall 
not  be  unto  thee ;"  which  leads  our  Lord  still  further  to  dwell  upon  his 
sufferings  as  the  peculiar  appointment  of  God,  with  which  they  had  all 
then  to  do.  Again,  Matt.  xvii.  22,  "  And  while  they  abode  in  Galilee, 
Jesus  said  unto  them.  The  Son  of  man  shall  be  betrayed,"  etc.  Here,  also, 
the  resurrection  is  mentioned,  but  it  was  the  sufferings  and  death  which 
had  formed  the  main  topic  of  the  Saviour's  words,  for  of  the  disciples  it  is 
immediately  added,  *'  they  were  exceeding  sorry."  Similar  observations 
might  be  made  on  Luke  xii.  50;  Matt.  xx.  17;  xxi.  12,  till  at  last  we 
come  to  the  days  immediately  preceding  the  agony  in  the  garden  (John 
xii.  27),  "  Now  is  my  soul  troubled :  Father,  save  me  from  this  hour,"  to 
the  institution  of  the  supper,  and  to  the  agony  in  the  garden.  In  short, 
throughout  almost  all,  perhaps  all  the  Saviour's  life,  though  that  is  not 
expressly  revealed,  the  thought  of  his  sufferings  and  death  was  the  thought 
most  present  to  his  mind,  as  a  thought  too  which  troubled  him,  for  which 
consolation  was  doubtless  afforded  by  the  transfiguration,  until  at  last  that 
trouble  reaches  its  height  in  the  agony  in  Gethsemane.  We  are  well  en- 
titled, therefore,  to  suppose  that,  ev  rai^  vffiepai9  t§«  <rapKo%  avrov,  prayer 
to  Him  who  was  able  to  save  from  that  death,  or  to  strengthen  him  for  its 
endurance,  was  a  common  thing.  To  give  ew^eiv  ix  Oavarov  this  mean- 
ing, and  to  translate  eV  t.  7.  t.  <r.  avrov  as  referring  to  his  '^  habitual " 
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prayers,  hannonizeB  well  with  the  narrathres  in  the  Gospels ;  whereas,  to 
make  the  latter  phrase  refer  to  something  habitual,  and  then  to  suppose 
that  deliyerance  *'out  of  death"  was  a  constant  subject  of  our  Lord's 
petitions,  appears  inconsistent  with  the  accounts  whidi  we  have  received 
of  Christ*s  earthly  history. 

This  much  on  the  supposition  that  iv  t.  ^.  t.  a.  avrov  refers  only  to 
our  Lord's  whole  life.  That,  however,  cannot  be  conceded  to  Mr.  Tait. 
The  scene  in  Gtethsemane  is  too  strildngly  reproduced  in  Heb.  v.  7,  to 
render  such  a  concession  possible.  Why  should  the  common  view  be  ob- 
jected to  on  the  ground  that  "  it  would  make  the  apostle  refer  to  New 
Testament  authority  ?"  Such  a  supposition  is  not  necessaiy.  The  fact 
that  he  speaks  of ''  tears,"  which  are  not  mentioned  in  the  account  in  the 
Gospels,  renders  any  such  allusion  improbable.  Let  it  be  that  the  object 
of  the  q>istle  is  *'  to  demonstrate  Christian  verities  from  the  law  of  Moses, 
the  Psalms,  and  the  Prophets."  Did  not  some  passages  in  these  very 
Psalms,  in  all  probability,  refer,  by  anticipation,  to  Gethsemane?  Most 
not  the  events  of  that  dreadful  night  have  lived  in  the  most  decplj  engraven 
recollections  of  believers  P  And  why,  therefore,  may  not  the  apostle  have 
especially  referred  to  them,  although  in  harmony  with  the  general  strain 
of  his  epistle,  he  did  so  either  in  language  borrowed  from  the  Psalms  or  in 
his  own  language,  and  not  in  the  express  language  of  the  narrative  itself  P 

Nor  is  this  view  in  the  least  degree  inconsistent  with  our  understand- 
ing, in  the  main,  the  words  iv  t.  ^,  t.  «.  avvov,  as  Mr.  Tait  does.  It  is  a 
most  common  practice  with  the  sacred  writers  to  take  one  prominent  p«rt 
of  our  Lord's  work,  and  to  speak  of  it  as  the  whole.  Thus  his  whole  suf- 
ferings culminated  in  the  cross ;  therefore  is  the  cross  so  often  spoken  of 
as  the  means  of  our  salvation,  but  without  meaning  thereby  to  exclude  all 
the  other  parts  of  his  active  and  passive  obedience,  which  rather  consiitate 
one  whole.  So,  also,  his  mental  troubles,  his  prayers,  and  cries,  and  tears, 
culminated  in  G^hsemane ;  therefore  they  are  especially  referred  to,  but 
as  the  consummation,  not  to  the  exclusion  of  all  his  other  mes,  and 
prayers,  and  tears. 

(4.)  Still  further,  if  we  adopt  Mr.  Tait's  rendering,  we  must  refer  the 
citraKovaOeU  tiaro  evXafietai  simply  to  the  resurrection.  That  is,  the  prayers 
were  '*  habitual,"  but  the  answer  was  reserved  for  one  special  occasion. 
Surely  it  is  better  to  take  elatucoveOet^  in  the  same  habitual  sense  as  that 
in  which  we  take  the  offerings  of  the  prayers  and  supplications.  In  the 
same  way  ifia$e»  describes  something  going  forward  through  a  long  space 
of  time.  Christ's  prayers  were  habitual;  his  evKapM  habitual;  the 
answer  to  his  prayers,  his  general  acceptance  with  the  Father,  habitual; 
the  learning  through  that  prospect  of  sufferings  and  death  from  which  he 
shrank,  but  which  he  yet  met  in  willing  submission  to  the  will  of  his 
Father,  habituaL  The  whole  verse,  indeed,  stands  in  contrast  with 
TcXci«^«9.  It  is  descriptive  of  that  state  of  humiliation  and  suffering 
through  which,  in  willing  obedience  to  his  Father,  and  always  "  his  be- 
loved Son  in  whom  he  was  well  pleased,"  the  Saviour  of  the  worid  passed 
to  "  being  perfected." 

(6.)  According  to  Mr.  Tait's  view  Christ's  learning  obedience  is  not 
brought  out.   Putting  aside  all  thought  of  (rethsemane,  Mr.  Tait  imagines 
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the  reference  to  be  as  follows: — Christ,  daring  his  whole  mortal  life, 
prayed  that  he  might  be  delivered  from  that  grave  which  he  saw  before 
him  as  the  termination  of  his  labours,  and  in  that  prayer  he  was  heard,  in 
that  he  feared,  because  in  due  time  he  was  raised,  by  the  glory  of  his 
Father,  from  the  grave.  But  the  peculiar  obedience  which  he  learned  is 
thus  put  out  of  view.  Other  passages  of  Scripture  teach  us  that  it  was 
by  the  submission  of  his  own  will  to  the  will  of  his  Father  that  he  thus 
learned.  "  He  came  not  to  do  his  own  will,  but  the  will  of  Him  that 
sent  him.*'  "  Lo,  I  come  to  do  thy  will,  O  God."  "  Not  my  will,  but 
thine  be  done."  This  was  his  obedience,  the  submitting  to  those  things 
from  which  his  human  nature  shrank,  because  they  were  tiie  Father's  wiU. 
Suffering  and  death  could  only  teach  him  obedience  in  this  way. 

(6.)  But  how  can  we  apply  the  eiaaKovtrOei's  to  Gethsemane  at  all  (it 
must  be  remembered  that  we,  at  the  same  time,  hold  it  to  have  a  much 
more  general  reference)  ?  By  considering  what  was  Christ's  prayer  as  a 
whole  at  that  time.  It  was,  first,  "  Father,  if  it  be  possible,  let  this  cup 
pass  from  me ;"  but  then,  also,  "  nevertheless,  not  as  I  will,  but  as  thou 
wilt."  (Matt.  xxvi.  39.)  Here,  then,  it  is  true,  that  the  particular  petition 
of  the  "  my  will "  was  not  granted,  inasmuch  as  he  had  to  drain  the  bitter 
cup  to  the  very  dregs.  But  in  the  very  utterance  of  that  petition  the 
Saviour  felt  that  it  could  not  be  granted,  ifiaJOev  rriv  vTraKorjv,  and  added, 
**  not  my  will,  but  thine  be  done."  Yet  though  he  did  not  obtain  the 
particular  request,  a  request  which  indeed  he  immediately  qualified  in  the 
spirit  of  obedience,  there  never  was  a  moment  of  which  it  could  be  said, 
more  truly,  that  he  was  heard,  and  how  P  Not  simply,  as  Stuart  sup- 
poses, by  being  strengthened  to  bear  the  sufferings  before  him  (which, 
however,  he  confines  too  much  to  "  the  dread  of  sinking  under  the  agony 
of  being  deserted  by  the  Father,")  or  by  the  appearing  of  the  angel  from 
heaven,  strengthening  him,  Luke  xxii.  43,  but  by  the  warm  approbation 
with  which  the  Father  then  viewed  him,  and  the  resolution  to  raise  him 
from  the  grave.  His  sufferings  then  culminated,  so  also  did  his  learning 
obedience,  so  also  did  the  approbation  of  the  Father ;  and,  finally,  so  also 
did  the  resolution  then  take  its  most  confirmed  form,  that  he,  who,  though 
he  thus  shrank  from  the  grave,  submitted  to  death  with  all  its  preceding 
and  accompanying  pains  and  agonies,  because  it  was  the  Father's  pleasure, 
should  not  be  left  in  the  grave,  but  be  brought  forth  from  it  in  glory. 
That  the  apostle  had  the  resurrection  before  his  eye  in  this  passage  can 
hardly  be  doubted,  but  the  allusion  to  it  is  not  to  be  found  in  trw^etv  ix 
Oapdrov,  in  the  Saviour's  prayers,  but  in  the  eltraKovaOei^,  It  was  a  part 
of  the  Father's  hearing  and  the  Father's  answer.  If,  then,  we  are  asked, 
were  the  prayers  of  Christ  here  referred  to  answered,  or  were  they  not  ? 
Our  reply  would  be,  they  were  not  answered,  in  so  far  as  only  the  **  my 
will "  expressed  itself  in  them,  because  it  was  necessary  that  by  his  meeting 
sufferings  and  death  Jesus  should  learn  obedience  to  the  Father's  will. 
But  inasmuch  as  in  the  very  act  of  praying  the  **  my  will "  passed  into 
"  thy  will  be  done,"  they  were  answered,  and  that  in  the  most  glorious 
manner.  Never  was  he,  when  he  is  thus  viewed  as  then  learning  obedience, 
more  truly  heard  and  answered,  because  his  evKapela  was  never  more  truly 
exhibited,  and  the  resurrection,  for  which,  however,  he  had  not  prayed, 
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was  both  the  Father's  answer,  and  the  token  to  the  world,  that  this  was 
his  well-beloved  Son.  Yours  faithfolly, 

W.  M. 


HEMARKS  ON  HEBREWS  ix.  16.  17. 

SiE, — If  you  can  find  room  for  the  following  remarks  on  Heb.  ix.  16, 17, 
elicited  by  Mr.  Tait's  letter  in  your  last  number,  I  shall  feel  obliged  by 
your  inserting  them. 

In  the  first  place,  I  quite  agree  with  your  correspondent  in  disapproving 
the  rendering  of  BiaOijicti  and  Bta$e/iepo9  by  testament  and  testator.  For 
even  if  we  suppose  with  Rosenmiiller  that  "  quia  Apostolus  in  superioiibiis 
haereditatom  commemoraverat,  dihibitur  ad  notionem  testamenti,"  and 
consider  the  two  verses  as  parenthetical,  it  wiU  be  very  difficult  to 
justify  the  use  of  oOev  immediately  after  the  parenthesis  by  any  thing 
contained  in  the  15  th  verse.  The  17  th  and  18th  verses,  on  the  coatraiy, 
are  very  naturally  connected  by  that  particle. 

I  also  think  with  Mr.  Tait,  that  BioOefievoi  will  not  bear  the  meaniog 
of  "  placed  between."  For,  although  the  defect  of  verbs  in  /u  in  the 
forms  (at  least)  of  the  second  Aorist  passive  were  held  to  justify  the  use  of 
liaOifiepo^  in  a  passive  sense,  there  would  remain  serious  difficulties  of 
a  lexical  character.  For  what  authority  is  there  either  in  classical  or 
scriptural  Greek  for  assigning  to  BuniOrffu  the  meaning  of  "placing 
between*^!  And  if  we  consider  how  often  and  how  constantly  in  the  Greek 
Scriptures  the  second  aorist  middle  is  used  in  reference  to  the  tnaker^  while 
it  never  is  applied  to  the  victim  of  the  covenant,  we  cannot  but  hesitate  to 
adopt  so  unusual  an  application  in  the  present  passage.  Such  are  my 
objections  in  referring  toO  BiajOefidvov  and  o  hoBifievo^  to  the  sacrificial 
victim.  Mr.  Tait  has  another  in  which,  as  will  be  seen  further  oo, 
I  cannot  share. 

I  come  now  to  the  rendering  proposed  by  your  learned  and  able  corres- 
pondent himself: 

16.  For  where  a  covenant  is,  there  must  also  of  necessity  be  the  death 
of  the  covenant  maker. 

17.  For  a  covenant  is  confirmed  over  the  dead,  otherwise  it  is  of  no 
strength  at  all  while  the  covenant-maker  liveth. 

This  rendering  has  doubtless  the  merit  of  preserving  to  htoBefisvo^  its 
natural  meaning,  but  there  are,  I  fear,  insuperable  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  its  general  adoption.  The  most  obvious  one  is  that  to  make  two  out 
of  three  propositions  thus  enunciated  consistent  with  truth,  recourse  must 
be  had  not  so  much  to  an  ellipsis  as  to  a  very  bold  metonymy. 

For  what  else  can  we  call  the  repeated  use  of  the  participle  ofSianO^iuu 
instead  of  that  of  BtaffKeBd^to — the  verb  so  commonly  used  by  the  LXX- 
to  express  the  breaking  of  a  covenant.  It  seems  to  me  all  but  certain 
that,  had  the  apostle  intended  to  convey  the  idea  suggested  by  Mr.  Tait, 
he  would,  at  least  in  the  17  th  verse,  have  written  not  htaOe/ievo^  but 
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^uiaKehaaa9.  Again,  an  objection  will,  l  think,  be  felt  by  many  to  the 
assertion  that  a  covenant  is  confirmed  fiefiaia  by  the  death  of  the  covenant 
breaker.  Is  it,  indeed,  so?  Rather,  is  it  not  then  entirely  at  an  endP 
The  divine  and  injured  ^ioOifievo^  may  in  such  a  case  be  properly  said  to 
evince  his  power,  but  the  no  longer  existing  covenant  can  hardly  be 
represented  as  fiefiaia. 

Finally,  the  17th  and  18th  verses  do  not,  I  think,  connect  easily  under 
the  proposed  interpretation.  There  is  a  going  from  the  result  of  broken 
covenants  to  the  consecration  of  a  particular  one ;  whereas  we  should 
naturally  expect  after  SOev  a  direct  application  to  the  Mosaic  covenant  of 
the  preceding  general  principle.  Having  thus  given  my  reasons  for  dis- 
senting from  Mr.  T.'s  explanation  of  the  passage,  I  proceed  to  offer  a 
rendering,  which  appears  to  me  less  open  to  objection.  I  propose  to 
insert  a  comma  after  (fi/  in  the  Greek  text  of  the  17th  verse,  and  to  trans- 
late as  follows : 

16.  For  where  a  covenant  is  made,  there  must  of  necessity  be  brought 
in  the  death  of  the  covenant  maker. 

17.  For  a  covenant  is  confirmed  over  dead  sacrifices  since  the  covenant 
maker  can  effect  nothing  while  the  victims  are  living. 

I  feel  sure  that  the  passage  thus  rendered  is  in  harmony  both  with  the 
preceding  and  succeeding  verses.  But,  as  Mr.  T.  will  not  admit  this  in 
regard  to  the  former,  I  must  observe  that  he  )ias,  in  my  opinion,  taken 
a  very  defective  view  of  the  15th  verse.  Truff  it  is  that  the  violation  of  a 
former  covenant,  and  death  as  its  penalty,  ^re  found  in  that  verse,  but  are 
these  all  ?  Is  there  no  Mediator  there— lio  tiew  covenant — no  promise, 
even  the  chief  of  those  better  promises  on  which  that  new  covenant  "  was 
founded"  ?  All  these  are  there,  and  the  doctrine  of  the  verse  is  plainly 
this — 'that  the  bloodshedding  of  our  Lord  not  only  was  effectual  "  for  the 
redemption  of  the  transgressions  that  were  under  the^r*^  covenant,"  but 
fitted  Him  also  to  be  the  Mediator  of  the  new.  Moses  as  Mediator  of  the 
old  covenant  (Gal.  iii.  19),  sprinkled  its  blood  on  the  people,  and  on  the 
book  that  contained  it,  and  Christ  sprinkles  the  blood  of  his  covenant  on 
the  minds  and  hearts  wherein  he  has  written  it. 

What,  in  fact,  is  the  meaning  of  Christ's  covenant,  Zach.  ix.  11,  the 
blood  of  the  covenant  wherewith  the  sinner  is  sanctified,  Heb.  x.  29,  the 
blood  of  the  everlasting  covenant,  Heb.  xiii.  20,  if  we  are  to  conclude 
with  Mr.  T.  that  "  Christ  was  in  no  sense  the  ratification  victim  ?" 

I  would  further  ask,  is  not  the  general  subject  of  the  9th  chapter  of 
Hebrews,  a  comparison  of  the  bloodsheddings  of  the  old  covenant  with 
that  of  Christ  ?     In  his  sacrifice  the  apostle  sees  them  all  fulfilled. 

The  ordinaiy  sacrifices  of  the  priests,  the  annual  one  of  the  high  priest, 
the  bloodshedding  at  the  consecration  of  the  former  covenant,  and  all  that 
which  had  for  its  objects  purification  and  remission,  are  brought  forward 
to  exalt  by  comparison  the  great  and  final  sacrifice  to  which  without 
exception  they  pointed. 

To  recur  to  the  translation  now  proposed : — with  others,  I  render  (pepetr^ 
Oat  by  "  brought  in,"  not  by  "  be"  as  though  it  were  merely  equivalent 
to  t^eveaOM.  This  in  my  view  is  important.  I  believe  the  apostle  to 
be  here  asserting  that  the  death  of  the  covenant  maker  must  be  represented 
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at  the  making  of  a  oofenant — ^brought  in  as  an  essential  part  of  tlie  tzans- 
action.  And  such  was  the  case,  for  the  slain  victims  denoted  the  death 
of  the  offerers  if  they  should  break  their  covenant.  Now,  if  we  recollect 
that  the  compound  verb  wpoc<fiipw  is  the  *<  tox  solennis"  for  the  offering 
of  sacrifice,  we  may  perhaps  satisfoctorily  account  for  the  use  of  the 
simple  if)€pu)  in  this  place.  For  if  the  writer  had  at  the  same  time  in  view 
the  bringing  in  the  death  of  the  covenant  maker,  and  the  offering  to 
wpo^p^w  of  the  victim  by  which  this  was  effected,  would  any  woid 
more  naturally  present  itself  than  fpdpeoOat?  Passing  to  the  17th  verse, 
I  notice  mpatiami^  that  the  meaning  here  attached  to  iwl  v&epoiv  derives 
additional  probability  from  the  use  by  the  LXX.  of  eVc  Ovalais  in  the  5tli 
verse  of  the  Psalm,  answering  to  the  50th  of  the  E.Y.,  where  they  have  :— 
Sviwya7rrc  ....  rov^  hmrtBefkivcvf  t^v  dtoB^xfiv  avrov  ivl  Ovtrm^. 

It  onlv  remains  to  notice  the  use  of  the  singidar  (f^,  referring  as  I  take 
it  to  a  plural  noun,  but  if  we  suppose  <rwfiuurt  to  Be  un^brstood  after 
v€Kpoi9  and  l^wa  b^ore  ^^^  we  have  two  neuter  noims  whose  presence  in 
the  mind  of  the  writer  would  sufficiently  account  for  the  use  of  the  veib 
singular. 

Thus  in  the  history  of  Abraham's  covenant  sacrifice.  Gen.  xv.  10,  the 
LXX.  use  the  neuters  wama,  tovto,  fieaa,  etc,  in  reference  to  the  ^Ye 
nouns  in  the  preceding  verse,  not  one  of  which  is  of  the  neuter  gender. 

I  will  not  trespass  further  on  your  space  at  present,  but  conclude  with 
a  time-honoured  quotation. 

*'  —Si  quid  novisti  rectins  istis, 
Candide  imperti ;  ri  non  his  atere  meeam." 

Bristol,  2^th  Jpril,  1857.  L.P. 


REVISION  OF  THE  ENGLISH  BIBLE. 

Sir, — In  the  language  of  the  Jewish  Notions  on  Biblical  Eemaion,  in  your 
valuable  journal  of  the  present  month  (April),  "  the  agitation  for  the  revi- 
sion of  the  common  version  of  the  Bible  is  daily  gaining  more  and  more 
consistency,  and  assuming  proportions  which  bid  fair  to  give  it  the  cha- 
racter of  a  national  movement."  This  expectation  may  or  may  not  be 
warranted  by  the  event,  but  at  any  rate  neither  friends  nor  opponents  of 
the  project  can  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact,  that  an  agitation  for  a  revision 
does  exist  to  a  considerable  extent.  It  is  a  truly  fortunate  circumstance, 
in  this  country  that  no  changes  are  very  sudden :  when  they  do  come  men's 
minds  are  prepared  for  them  by  long  previous  discussion,  and  in  most  cases 
by  due  consideration.  Whatever,  therefore,  may  be  the  final  result,  T  think 
that  nothing  will  be  done  rashly,  though  at  present  I  must  be  bold  enough 
to  say,  there  appears  no  inconsiderable  amount  of  rash  and  needless  pseudo- 
criticism.  The  authorized  version  being  suddenly  discovered  not  to  be 
faultless,  has  become  a  sort  of  target  at  which  the  shafts  of  this  said  criti- 
cism are  directed  with  more  pertinacity  than  skill.  An  "Incumbent  of 
the  Province  of  Canterbury,"  for  instance,  is  much  distressed  that  King 
James's  translators  confounded  genders  in  a  manner  which  shocks  modem 
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grammariaiis.  Thus,  he  says,  a  gate  opening  on  "his"  hinges  grateis 
npon  eveiy  ear.  St.  Paul's  beautiful  description  of  charity  is  sadly 
defaced  by  the  union  of  its  phrases,  doth  not  behave  "  itself"  unseemly, 
and  seeketh  not "  her  "  own.  I  will  not  defend  the  juxta-position,  though 
I  must  confess  that,  to  my  less  fastidious  ear^  this  *'  personification  "  of 
charity  adds  much  to  the  beauty  of  the  apostle's  sentiment.  Then  he  says, 
to  be  eaten  "  of"  worms  may  be  understood  pretty  well,  but  to  make 
ourselves  friends  "of"  the  mammon  of  unrighteousness  is  an  expression 
which  has  puzzled  hundreds  and  thousands  1  My  experience  of  thirteen 
years  in  a  remote  country  parish  never  brought  to  my  knowledge  any 
individual  who  found  a  difficulty  in  understanding  it. 

I  have  selected  this  letter  out  of  manv  communications  of  a  similar 
character  which  have  bera  made  to  the  Ttmea  and  other  public  journals, 
because  it  justifies  the  caution  of  those  who  feel  some  alarm  lest  the  lan- 
guage of  our  version  should  be  tampered  with  in  a  needless  manner.  I 
am  not  going  to  follow  the  example  of  Dr.  Gumming,  and  cry  it  up  as 
impeccable,  so  sacred  as  never  to  be  touched,  but  I  think  that  without  the 
greatest  caution  the  revisers  (if  such  there  are  to  be)  may  injure  its  beauty 
and  utility  as  a  monument  of  our  earlier  language.  Blanco  White  truly 
observed,  "  In  no  country  whatever  can  be  found  a  more  superstitious  fear 
of  vulgarity  than  in  the  middling  classes  of  England.  It  is  this  fear  which 
has  condemned  already  a  large  number  of  pure  English  idioms :  they  have 
aU  died  under  the  rod  of  Lindley  Murray  and  his  school  of  grammarians — 
these  men  would  have  reduced  the  English  language  to  a  mere  gramma- 
tical skeleton  were  it  not  for  the  influence  of  Shakespere  and  '  the  esta- 
blished translation  of  the  Bible,'  both  of  which,  by  being  frequently  read 
and  listened  to,  check  the  process  of  banishing  words  and  phrases  not  of 
fashionable  usage." 

Considering  this  quotation  to  be  of  undeniable  truth,  I  think  some 
observations  by  the  editor  of  the  Spectator  deserve  some  consideration  as 
a  pendant  to  the  former.  "  The  removal  of  obsolete  words  involves  the 
risk  of  a  patched  and  piebald  style ;  nor  are  there  many  words  that  are 
not  quite  intelligible  either  in  themselves  or  from  the  context.  The  change 
in  the  order  of  words,  or  of  diction,  goes  beyond  mere  style ;  the  poetry 
and  fire  of  the  old  translation  often  evaporate  under  the  process."  These 
remarks  were  called  forth  by  a  brief  review  of  a  version  of  St.  John's 
Gospel  by  five  clergymen,  who  say,  in  their  preface,  "  We  have  remem- 
bered that  Holy  Scriptures  are  translated,  not  for  the  use  of  scholars,  but 
of  English  people."  If  this  good  axiom  had  been  constantly  borne  in 
mind,  we  should  not  have  been  presented  with  the  following  alteration  in 
the  37th  verse  of  the  fourth  chapter  of  St.  John :  "  For  herein  is  (fulfilled) 
that  true  saying,  one  is  the  sower  and  another  the  reaper."  It  is  hard  to 
imagine  what  can  possibly  be  gained  by  this  deviation  from  the  authorized 
version,  "  And  herein  is  that  saying  true,  one  soweth  and  another  reapeth." 
Such  a  deviation  weakens  the  force  and  pithiness  of  our  own  translation 
without  any  gain  whatever  on  the  side  of  clearness  or  strength  of  language, 
the  only  possible  excuse  for  making  an  alteration. 

The  question  now  remains  to  be  asked,  "  On  what  principle  is  the  pro- 
posed revision  to  proceed  ?"     Evidently  it  ought  to  be  on  that  of  at  least 
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ignoring  all  altentions,  like  tbe  last-mentioned,  where  the  text  of  the 
anthorisied  Tenion  is  sufficiently  clear  not  to  demand  it.  It  may  be  said 
that  Dr.  Biber's  suggestions  will  render  any  sach  caution  unnecessary. 
But  when  we  see  the  rague  proposals  for  alterations  which  are  afloat,  we 
eannot  be  too  much  on  our  guard.  And  there  is  another  view  of  the 
Question  yet  more  important  which  seems  to  me  hitherto  to  have  escaped 
the  notice  of  both  the  impugners  and  favourers  of  the  proposed  revisal 
In  the  motion  of  Mr.  Heywood  in  the  House  of  Commons  last  July,  he 
alluded  to  the  well-known  passage  of  the  Three  Heavenly  Witnesses, 
which,  as  he  no  doubt  truly  affirmed,  had  been  interpolated  by  some  inter- 
preter. Of  course  he  meant  that  it  was  to  be  got  rid  of  at  its  revision, 
and  it  is  possible  to  imagine  that  there  are  divines  in  the  kingdom  who 
would  adopt  a  similar  view.  It  opens,  then,  a  serious  inquiry  whether,  in 
these  davs  of  theological  investigation  of  the  Greek  Testament,  there  might 
not  be  individuals  in  Dr.  Biber*s  committee  who  would  urge  that  this 
text  should  be  omitted.  And  it  must  be  admitted  that  this  is  not  the 
only  text.  The  last  portion  of  the  third  verse,  as  well  as  the  whole  of  the 
fourth  in  the  fifth  chapter  of  St.  John,  lie  under  a  certain  degree  of  suspi- 
cion. Would  there  be  a  party  sufficiently  strong  to  effect  the  rejection  of 
these  portions  of  the  gospel,  or  would  it  be  first  agreed  upon  that  no 
reference  should  be  made  to  disputed  passages?  It  seems  strange  that 
this  view  of  the  question  should  not  have  been  alluded  to ;  and  yet,  if  we 
are  to  proceed  to  a  thoroughly  honest  revisal,  it  is  hard  to  kay  what  the 
revisers  might  not  think  themselves  bound  in  duty  to  do.  If  carried  ont, 
let  us  imagine  for  a  moment  the  effect  which  its  excision  of  the  text  of  the 
Three  Witnesses  would  have  upon  the  minds  •of  the  unlearned.  Is  the 
clergyman  to  acquaint  his  hearers  with  the  comparative  merits  of  various 
readings  in  various  MSS.  P  Fancy  a  poor  man  discovering,  while  reading 
his  Bible,  that  the  text  on  which  he  built'  his  belief  in  the  doctrine  of  the 
Holy  Trinity  had  suddenly  vanished.  He  must  have  greater  confidence  in 
the  learning  and  authority  of  his  pastor  than  I  can  give  him  credit  for, 
not  to  be  persuaded  that  other  texts  might  be  equally  obnoxious  to  the 
same  fate. 

In  conclusion,  may  I  remark,  that  those  who  are  most  forward  to  dis- 
cuss this  subject,  seem  altogether,  by  their  silence,  to  ignore  the  revision 
of  the  Hebrew  Scriptures.  The  state  of  Oriental  learning  in  thi»eountiy 
is  not  indeed  so  flourishing  as  to  warrant  much  minute  criticism  on  that 
hinguage  on  the  part  of  the  Titnea'  correspondents.  Dr.  Biber,  in  his 
proposals,  only  alludes  to  it  incidentally,  so  that  I  si\ppose  the  revision 
will  only  affect  the  New  Testament.  Those  proposals  are  altogether  so  judi- 
cious, that  it  is  to  be  hoped  they  will  be  acted  upon  if  the  revision  is  to  take 
place.  May  the  revisers  be  actuated  by  that  spirit  of  caution  so  necessary 
in  dealing  yaih  a  translation  used  by  all  Protestants  wherever  the  Englt.sh 
language  is  spoken,  and  which  the  Boman  Catholic  version  in  this  oountiy 
has  made  a  nearer  approximation  to  each  succeeding  year. 
I  remain,  Sir,  yours  faithfully, 

Henby  Philipps. 

Cheltenham,  Jpril  %%nd,  1857. 
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BIBLICAL  CHRONOLOGY. 

To  the  Editor  of  "  The  Journal  of  Sacred  Literature:' 

Sib,— There  are  one  or  two  remarks  contained  in  Mr.  Savile's  letter,  in 
your  Journal  of  April  last,  p.  164,  which  require  a  few  words' of  explana- 
tion, lest  they  should  be  considered  as  presenting  serious  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  a  re-arrangement  of  Biblical  chronology,  as  regards  the  period  of 
the  captivity  of  the  Jews  and  their  restoration  from  Babylon  to  Jerusalem. 
The  subject  is  already  beset  by  so  many^^reaL  difficulties,  that  it  is  highly 
desirable  to  relieve  it  from  such  as  are  not  of  a  substantial  character. 

I.  Mr.  Savile  considers  that  the  period  of  seventy  years'  desolation  of 
Jerusalem  predicted  by  Jeremiah  xxv.  11,  must  have  commenced  in  the  first 
year  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  that  is  to  say  nineteen  years  before  the  destruction 
of  the  city  by  that  king  in  the  reign  of  Zedekiah,  because  the  prophet  with 
reference  to  the  desolation  uses  these  words,  "  an  it  is  this  day"  while 
speaking  as  he  supposes  in  the  first  year  of  the  Babylonian  king,  v.  18. 
On  reconsideration  of  the  passage,  I  think  he  will  perceive  that,  viewing 
it  as  he  proposes,  the  words  refen-ed  to  prove  more  than  he  would  desire. 
For  the  period  of  desolation  of  Jerusalem  would  thus  appear  to  have  be- 
gun, even  before  the  prediction  of  a  coming  desolation  had  been  pronounced 
by  the  prophet.  Dr.  Blayney,  therefore,  who  calculates  the  seventy  years* 
servitude  to  the  king  of  Babylon  from  the  same  point  as  Mr.  Savile,  more 
correctly  suggests,  that  the  words,  "  as  it  is  this  day,"  must  have  been 
added  at  the  time  of  compilation  of  the  prophecies  of  Jeremiah,  and  while 
Jerusalem  was  actually  lying  in  a  state  of  desolation.  The  author  of  the 
last  chapter  of  the  second  book  of  Chronicles  17 — 21,  distinctly  interprets 
the  words  of  Jeremiah  concerning  the  desolation  as  having  had  their  fulfil- 
ment from  the  time  when  "  they  burned  the  house  of  God,  and  brake 
down  the  wall  of  Jerusalem,  and  burned  all  the  palaces  thereof  with  fire." 
We  know  also  that,  notwithstanding  the  decree  of  Cyrus,  in  consequence 
of  which  the  restoration  of  the  city  was  afterwards  brought  about,  the 
desolation  as  regarded  the  wall,  the  temple,  and  the  palaces  continued 
even  till  after  the  second  year  of  Darius  the  son  of  Hystaspes,  Ezra  iv.  6. 
When  the  prophet  Zechariah,  therefore,  also  informs  us  that  the  seventy 
fasts  which  had  been  observed  in  commemoration  of  the  destruction 
of  the  city  and  temple,  were  completed  about  the  fourth  year  of  Darius 
the  son  of  Hystaspes,  Zech.  vii.  5,  and  Daniel  discovers  in  the  fast  year 
of  Darius,  "  of  the  seed  of  the  Medes,"  ix.  1,  that  the  seventy  years' 
desolation  of  the  city  spoken  of  by  Jeremiah  were  upon  the  point  of 
termination  in  that  year,  little  difficulty,  I  think,  will  be  found  in  recog-- 
nizing  the  same  king  as  spoken  of  by  Ezra,  Zechariah,  and  Daniel, 
whenever  the  exigencies  of  chronology  shall  cause  such  a  recognition  to 
be  desirable. 

II.  Mr.  Savile  refers  to  the  passage  in  Daniel  xi.  1,  2,  where  speaking 
in  the  third  year  of  the  reign  of  Cyrus  king  of  Persia,  (x.  1,)  it  is  said, 
"  Three  kings  shall  yet  stand  up  in  Persia,  and  the  fourth  shall  be  richer 
than  they  aU,"  from  which  he  infers  that  as  Darius  Hystaspes  was  the 
third  king  after  Cyrus,  and  as  in  the  same  passage  the  first  year  of  Darius 
the  Mede  is  spoken  of  as  having  preceded  the  third  year  of  Cyrus, 
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Darius  the  Mede  and  Darius  the  son  of  Hysiaspes  cannot  be  tlie  same 
king.  He  is  probably  not  aware  that  the  Hebrew  word  *m,  translated 
"  yet,"  may  be  rendered  either  yet  to  this  time,  as  in  the  passage,  "  Joseph 
my  son  is  yet  alive,"  and  in  many  others ;  or  yet/rom  this  time,  as  in  the 
passage  before  us.  He  will  find  that  the  LXX.  version  renders  the 
passage  one  way,  Theodotion's  version  the  other.  The  first  of  these 
Greek  versions,  which  is  the  oldest,  and  represents  the  earliest  view  of  the 
chronology  of  Daniel,  run  thus,  rpeU  patriKei^  avOeartiKaaiv  eV  vij  UepclBi, 
"  Three  kings  have  as  yet  stood  up  in  Persia,"  thus  making  Cyrus  the  third 
king.  Theodotion  translates  rpeiv  fiaaikeii  avaarSiaovTai  iv  T^  Hepoihi, 
"  Three  kings  shall  yet  stand  up  in  Persia,"  from  which  we  may*  infer  with 
Mr.  Savile  that  Cyrus  was  the  first. 

Nowj  Cyrus  and  Darius  the  Mede,  according  to  the  contemporaneous 
testimony  of  Daniel,  were  undoubtedly  reigning  at  the  same  time.  When, 
therefore,  it  shall  have  been  established  beyond  dispute,  that  no  other 
king  than  Darius  the  son  of  Hystaspes  can  represent  Darius  the  Mede, 
this  reading  and  authority  of  the  LXX.,  which  makes  Cyrus  or  Coresh, 
who  liberated  the  Jews  from  captivity,  not  the  first,  but  the  third  king 
of  Persia,  will  have  great  weight,  as  affording  the  means  of  reoondling 
Ctesias,  the  highest  Greek  authority  on  Persian  questions, — who  affirms 
that  Cyrus  the  first  king  of  Persia,  who  conquered  Astyages,  was  in 
no  way  connected  with  that  king  till  he  married  his  daughter,  and 
that  Cambyses  his  son,  who  conquered  Egypt,  was  the  second  king 
of  Persia — with  Xenophon,  who  alone  has  given  a  minute  history  of 
the  life  of  Cyrus,  and  who  states  that  Cyrus,  who  took  the  city  of 
Babylon,  and  who  must  be  the  same,  therefore,  who  freed  the  Jews 
from  captivity,  was  lineally  descended  from  Astyages  in  the  third  genera* 
tion,  being  the  son  of  Mandene,  daughter  of  that  king,  and  that  at  the 
time  when  he  conquered  Babylon,  his  father  Cambyses  was  reigning  in 
Persia,  and  his  uncle  Cyaxares,  or  Ahasuerus,  in  Mediii*— and  with  Daniel 
also,  a  far  more  worthy  authority  than  either  Ctesias  or  Xenophon,  as 
living  in  the  courts  of  the  kings  he  speaks  of,  who  attests  that  Cyrus  and 
Darius  were  reigning  at  the  same  time.  Mr.  Savile,  I  think,  will  admit 
that  he  has  been  too  hasty  in  considering  this  passage  as  "  sufficient  to 
prove  that  Darius  the  Mede  must  have  preceded  Darius  Hystaspes  by  some 
years,"  p.  1 66.  Otherwise  translated,  it  supports  the  idea  of  their  identity. 

I  am  not  disposed  to  enter  further  into  this  intricate  subject,  till  after 
two  papers  promised  by  the  Astronomer  Eoyal,  and  by  Mr.  Adams,  on  the 
eclipse  of  Thales,  shall  have  made  their  appearance,  and  thus  have  afforded 
one  fixed  point  at  least  from  which  to  calculate  the  date  of  events  occurring 
about  that  time. 

Anticipating  that  the  oorreotness  of  the  historical  date  of  the  eclipse, 
B.C.  585,  will  be  finally  established  in  those  papers — ^that  the  reigns  of 
Cyaxares,  king  of  Media,  and  of  Alyattes,  king  of  Lydia,  will  thereby 
necessarily  be  lowered,  so  as  to  include  that  date-— that  the  faU  of 
Nineveh,  the  first  year  of  the  reign  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  and  the  last  year 
of  the  reign  of  Pharaoh  Necho,  in  Egypt,  will  also  be  placed  in  con^ 
formity  with  all  history,  after  the  date  of  the  eclipse,  and  that  it  will  then 
be  apparent,  that  seventy  years  of  desolation,  counted  from  any  point  in 
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the  reign  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  must  terminate  within  the  limits  of  the 
reign  of  Darius  the  son  of  Hystaspes — I  feel  little  doubt  that  the  identity 
of  Darius  the  Mede  and  Darius  the  son  of  Hystaspes  will  soon  be  esta- 
blished beyond  dispute.  Should  doubts,  however,  be  entertained  by 
either  of  the  above  astronomical  authorities,  with  regard  to  the  true  date  of 
the  eclipse,  1  shall  be  content  to  abandon  the  reconciliation  of  Scripture  and 
profane  histoiy  as  at  present  a  hopeless  undertaking.     In  the  mean  while, 

III.  I  prefer  the  pedigree  of  Darius  as  given  by  liimself  upon  the  rock, 
to  that  which  Mr.  Savile  has  taken  from  Herodotus.  Darius  there 
declares  himself  to  be  the  sixth  in  lineal  descent  from  Achsemenes,  yet  at 
the  same  time  the  ninth  king  of  that  race.  Who,  let  me  ask,  were  the 
three  collateral  kings  of  that  race,  to  make  up  the  nine? 

IV.  It  is  a  subject  worthy  of  inquiry,  who  was  "  the  Prince  (n»)  of  the 
kingdom  of  Persia,"  Dan.  x.  13,  spoken  of  as  ruling  in  the  third  year  of 
"Cyrus  king  (-|fe)  of  Persia?" — For  I  must  protest  against  the  strange 
heathen  interpretation  usually  given,  which  seems  to  originate  in  the  pre- 
sent arrangement  of  the  chronology,  viz.,  that  the  star  of  Persia,  and  the 
star  of  Graecia,  spoken  of  in  this  chapter,  are  here  represented  by  Daniel 
as  celestial  beings,  contending  with  each  other  on  behalf  of  the  kingdoms 
under  their  special  patronage ;  an  idea  more  fitted  for  the  days  of  Homer, 
than  for  the  prophet  of  the  Most  High.  Nor  do  I  think  that  the  inter- 
pretation is  mended,  as  some  would  propose,  by  making  the  Sar  of  Grrsecia 
an  earthly  Prince,  while  the  Sar  of  Persia,  the  3.pxtov^  or  <rrpaTri<^69,  of  the 
two  Gi'eek  translations,  still  remains  a  heavenly  being.  Can  we  ignore 
the  facts  of  the  burning  of  Sardes  by  the  Greeks,  and  of  the  invasion  of 
the  Greeks  by  Persia,  with  upwards  of  100,000  men,  in  the  reign  of 
Darius  the  son  of  Hystaspes  ? 

Ok^smore,  JSnfield,  J.  W.  Bosanqubt. 

18a  i%,  1857. 


DAEIUS  THE  MEDE. 
To  the  Editor  of  "  The  Journal  of  Sacred  Literature ^ 

Sir, — May  I  request  the  favour  of  the  insertion  of  the  following  additional 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  Darius  the  Mede  ? 

At  the  accession  of  Alexander  the  son  of  Philip,  the  Macedonians  were 
under  a  single  sovereign,  and  not,  as  the  Lacedemonians,  under  the  joint 
sovereignty  of  two  kings.  Accordingly,  in  the  vision  of  the  prophet  Daniel, 
the  Macedonian  power  is  represented  by  a  he-goat  with  only  one  horn. 
And  when,  at  Alexander's  death,  his  empire  was  divided,  the  one  horn  is 
said  to  have  been  broken,  and  four  horns  to  have  come  in  its  place,  towards 
the  four  winds  of  heaven.  These  four  horns  denote  four  contemporaneous 
sovereignties,  though  independent  the  one  of  the  other,  a  circumstance 
which  might  have  been  conjectured  from  the  expression  "  towards  the  four 
winds  of  heaven." 

Hence,  it  would  seem  to  be  a  fair  inference  from  Dan-  viii.  8,  4,  that 
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the/iM  horns  on  the  run  denote  two  eontemporaueous  8oyemgn8,t.e.,tliat 
before  the  oommenoement  of  its  triumphant  career  westward,  noiihiraii 
and  soQtbward,  the  kingdom  or  empire  represented  by  the  ram,  vbid 
comprised  Media  and  Persia  within  its  boundaries,  was  under  the  joint 
sovereignty  of  a  Median  and  a  Persian  king;  or,  at  least,  that  the  two  con- 
temporaneous sovereigns,  the  Median  and  the  Persian,  were  associated 
together  in  an  alliance  and  confederacy  so  intimate  as  to  approximate  veiy 
closely  to  the  character  of  a  joint  sovereignty.  If  this  inference  be  correct, 
it  would  almost  necessarily  follow  that  before  the  siege  and  capture  of 
Babylon,  the  Fenian  horn  was  higher  than  the  Median,  t.  e.,  that  Gyros 
was  not  only  more  illustrious  and  renowned,  but  that  he  was  a  more 
powerful  king  than  Darius  the  Mede.  It  would  also  certainly  foliow,froia 
this  view,  that  the  Darius  of  Daniel  was  a  Mede  and  not  a  Persian-Hmd, 
certainly,  that  he  was  not  Darius  Hystaspes. 

It  appean  to  be  too  improbable  to  be  admitted,  that  the  vision  of  the 
prophet  does  not  speak  of  the  higher  Penian  being  contemporaneous  with 
the  high  Median  horn,  but  that  the  former  succeeded  the  latter.  On  this 
supposition  we  must  believe  that  Daniel  here  teaches  us  that  when  the 
last  Median  sovereign  ceased  to  reign,  a  Penian  ascended  the  Tacant 
throne,  and  became  more  powerful  than  any  of  his  Median  predecessors. 
The  vision  of  the  ram  and  he-goat  appean  to  me  to  shew  that  from  the 
very  commencement  of  the  ram's  triumphant  career,  the  kingdom  orempin 
which  it  then  rapresented,  was  under  the  sway  of  a  Median  and  a  Persian 
king,  the  latter  being  really  the  more  powerful  of  the  two. 

It  may  be  objected  that,  as  Daniel  did  not  receive  this  vision  until  the 
third  year  of  Belshazzar,  we  have  no  right  to  assume  that  the  Persian  horn 
had  arisen  earlier  than  that  year.  We  might  reply  that,  there  is  nothing 
improbable  in  the  idea  that  the  vision  was  retrospective  as  well  as  pro- 
spective—that it  looked  back  to  the  earliest  campaigns  of  Gyrus,  as  well 
as  forward  to  the  subjugation  of  Babylon. 

Daniel  does  not  state  whether  the  Penian  horn  arose  gradually  or  sud- 
denly to  its  superior  eminence,  nor  whether  by  conquering  the  Median 
horn,  or  in  friendly  association  with  it.  When,  however,  Daniel  says  that 
the  higher  of  the  two  horns  came  up  last,  he  does  not,  to  say  the  least, 
forbid  us  to  think  that  the  Penian  horn  attained  its  superiority  very 
rapidly. 

Let  us  refer  to  secular  historians.  Herodotus  tells  us  that  Cynw 
marched  against  Astyages,  defeated  and  dethroned  him.  Again,  Ctesias, 
who  is  thought  to  have  lived  at  the  Penian  court,  as  physician  to  the  hog, 
seventeen  yean,  writes,  that  Cyrus  attacked  Astyages,  who  fled  to  Ecba- 
tana,  where  he  concealed  himself  for  a  time.  He  was  discovered,  and  loadw 
with  chains.  But  Cyrus  set  him  at  liberty,  and  made  him  governor  of  a 
Parthian  people,  on  the  borden  of  Hyrcania.  Neither  of  these  ^*^^ 
makes  any  mention  of  Cyaxares,  who,  according  to  Xenophon,  succeedefl 
his  father  Astyages.  , 

In  Xenophon,  we  see  Cyrus  in  magnanimity,  valour,  military  skilli  and 
political  wisdom,  wholly  ovenhadowing  Cyaxares  II. ;  but  he  does  not 
appear,  in  the  Oyrapadia,  as  a  joint  sovereign  with  Cyaxares,  though  his 
father,  Cambyses,  is  called  by  Xenophon  king  of  Penia. 
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Josephus,  who  had  access  toCteaias  and  Berosus,  as  well  as  to  Hero- 
dotus and  Xenophon,  seems  to  speak  of  Cyrus  as  the  powerful  king  of 
Persia,  when  he  besieged  and  took  Babylon.  Josephus  may  also  be  con- 
sidered as  altogether  denying  that  Daniel's  Darius  the  Mede  can  be  iden- 
tified with  Darius  Hystaspes.  For  he  expressly  says,  that  Darius  the 
Hede  was  known  to  the  Greeks  by  another  name,  L  e,,  that  the  Greeks  did 
not  call  him  Darius,  the  only  name  given  to  the  son  of  Hystaspes  by  the 
Greek  historians.  Josephus  also  places  the  conclusion  of  the  reign  of 
Cyrus,  and  the  whole  reign  of  Cambyses,  between  Darius  the  Mede  and 
Darius  Hystaspes.  There  is  nothing  in  Josephus  unfavourable  to  the  idea 
that  at  the  time  when  the  Medo-Fersian  army  besieged  Babylon,  their 
leader,  Cyrus,  king  of  Fersia,  was  a  more  powerful  king  than  Darius,  the 
king  of  the  Medes. 

II.  The  Elam  of  the  Scriptures  may  be  regarded  as  the  Susiana  of 
secular  history.  Sir  H.  Bawlinson  states,  that  the  historical  inscriptions 
of  the  son  of  Esarhaddon  relate  almost  exclusively  to  his  wars  with  the 
kings  of  Susiana.  We  have  thus  reason  to  think  that  Elam  was  never 
thoroughly  subjugated  by  the  sovereigns  of  Nineveh.  This  country  was, 
however,  afterwards  incorporated  with  the  Babylonian  empire  ;  for  Daniel 
speaks  of  Elam  as  being  a  province  of  the  King  of  Babylon,  in  which  was 
Shusan  the  palace.  Elam  was  joined  with  Media  in  the  siege  and  over- 
throw of  Babylon  by  Coresh  or  Cyrus  (Isa.  xxi.  2,  and  xlv.  1 — 3). 
Hence,  at  some  time  between  the  third  of  Belshazzar,  and  the  commence- 
ment of  the  siege  of  Babylon,  Cyrus  must  have  become  master  of  Elam. 
Cyrus  is  said  to  have  made  Susa,  L  e,,  Shusan  the  palace,  on&  of  the  royal 
residences  of  the  Persian  kings.  At  all  events,  we  may  almost  certainly 
conclude  that  Elam  did  not  unite  with  Media  against  Babylon  until  the  time 
of  Cyrus,  and  that,  therefore,  Isa.  xxi.  2  predicts  the  conquest  of  Babylon 
by  Cyrus.  Nor  is  it  thus  improbable  that  Cyrus  may  have  been  in  "  Shusan 
the  palace,"  when  he  finally  resolved  to  besiege  Babylon. 

III.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  remark  of  M.  Eollin,  that  "  Xenophon  is 
infinitely  more  worthy  of  credit  than  Herodotus  on  the  subject  of  Cyrus's 
life,  as  he  served  a  long  time  under  the  younger  Cyrus,  and  says,  in  the 
beginning  of  the  Cyropadia,  *  I  advance  nothing  but  what  has  been  told 
me.' "  On  such  grounds  as  these,  Ctesias  must  be  regarded  as  higher 
authority,  on  the  subject  of  the  life  of  the  great  Cyrus,  than  Xenophon. 
And  Ctesias  writes,  that  Cyrus  dethroned  Astyages,  and  that  he  was  mor- 
tally wounded  in  a  battle  against  a  nation  called  the  Derbices,  who  were 
assisted  by  the  Indians. 

Uh  May,  G,  B. 

The  writer  of  the  article  "  Cyrus,"  in  Dr.  W.  Smith's  Oreek  and  Latin 
Biography y  has  the  following  remark,  with  which  I  am  disposed  to  agree  : 
— '*  It  seems  incredible  that  any  one  should  rise  from  the  perusal  of  the 
Cyropadia  without  the  firm  conviction  that  it  is  a  romance ;  and  still  more 
incredible  is  it  that  any  one  should  have  recognized  in  the  picture  of 
Xenophon  the  very  similitude  of  an  Asiatic  conqueror  in  the  sixth  century 
before  Christ.  That  Cyrus  was  a  great  man  is  proved  by  the  empire  he 
established ;  that  he  was  a  good  man  according  to  the  virtue  of  his  age 
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and  oountiy  we  need  not  doabt;  but  if  we  would  seek  fcurtlier  for  his 
likenetSy  we  most  look  ntlier  at  Oenghia  Khan  or  Tunour,  than  at  the 
Cyras  of  Xenophon." 

The  foUowing  passage,  however,  from  the  same  writer  is  open  to  aeiioQS 
oljections : — "  The  rasidt  of  a  most  oareful  examination  of  the  subject  of 
the  identity  of  Darios  the  Mede  with  the  Cysxaiea  c^  Xenophon  is,  that 
in  some  important  points  the  statements  of  Xenophon  cannot  be  reconciled 
with  those  of  Daniei ;  and  that  a  mudi  more  probable  explanation  is,  that 
Darius  was  a  noUe  Median,  who  held  the  sovereignty  of  Babylon,  as  the 
viceroy  of  G  vrus,  until  the  latter  found  it  convenient  to  fix  hia  ooort  at 
Babylon,  and  there  are  some  indications  on  which  a  ooiyecture  might  be 
founded  that  this  viceroy  was  Astyages."  According  to  Daniel,  we  may 
believe  Darius  the  Mede  to  have  been  about  sixty-two  years  old  dr.  538, 
t.  tf.,  he  was  born  dr.  600  b.o.  But,  according  to  Herodotus,  Astyages, 
who  was  plainly  an  adult  when  his  fiither  died,  succeeded  Cyaxares  I.  dr. 
594  B.C.  It  seems  almost  impossible  to  understand  the  Darius  of  Danid 
not  to  be  of  royal  birth — to  be  only  a  Median  noble.  We  may  also  think 
that  only  Cyaxares  would  venture  to  use  such  language  as  we  find  in 
Dan.  vi.  25. 

According  to  Herodotus  and  Xenophon,  Gyrus  was  the  son  of  Man- 
dane,  the  daughter  of  Astyages.  Xenophoai  makes  him  both  the  nephew 
and  son-in-law  of  Gyaxares.  Gtesias  denies  that  there  was  any  blood 
relationship  between  Gyros  and  Astyages,  but  says  that  the  former  mar- 
ried Amytis,  the  daughter  of  Astyages.  Even  if  we  suppose  Gyrus  to 
have  been  only  the  brother-in-law  of  Gyaxares,  this  assists  greatly  in 
lessening  the  improbability  that  he  shoidd  have  permitted  Gyaxares  to 
occupy  the  Median  throne  for  his  life. 


ANNOTATIONS  ON  GERTAIN  PASSAGES  IN  THE  EPISTLE 
TO  THE  HEBREWS. 

Sir, — The  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  has  always  seemed  to  me,  both  in  its 
external  and  internal  character,  one  of  the  most  interesting  books  of  the 
New  Testament.  I  propose  in  this  paper  to  endeavour  to  extract  and 
illustrate  the  meaning  of  some  of  its  most  pregnant  passages. 

I  would  earnestly  recommend  my  reader  to  begin  the  stady  of  this 
epistle,  by  a  perussd  of  the  remarks  upon  it  in  Thiersch's  History  qf  the 
Church^  They  throw  a  flood  of  light  upon  many  of  its  parts,  whose 
object  would  otherwise  be  obscure. 

I. 

Ghap.  L  ]. — **  God,  who  at  sundry  times,"  etc.  This  would  better  be 
rendered  '*  in  sundry  parts''  {wdkvftjEpwn).  The  idea  conveyed  in  the  word 
is  this,  that  God's  speech  to  the  old  world  was  by  part  at  one  time  and 
by  one  prophet,  part  at  and  by  another :  contrasted  with  His  revelation 
in  Ghrist,  which  is  full  and  perfect. 

>  Vol.  L,  p.  172-190,  of  the  English  translation.    Boswortfa,  1852. 
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II. 
Chap,  i  3. — "A  Son — who,  being  the  brightness  of  his  glory,  and  the 
express  image  of  his  person,"  etc.  These  two  clauses  are  most  important, 
as  indicating  the  true  character  of  the  Son.  I  will  examine  them  separ- 
ately. (1.)  He  is  called  "the  effulgence"  (a9rat;7a<r/*o,  literally,  the  off- 
shining)  of  the  Father's  glory."  In  this  figure  three  things  are  intimated, 
(a.)  That  the  Father  is  the  primal  Fount  of  Deity,  (fi.)  That  the  Son  is, 
as  the  Nicene  creed  expresses  it,  "  Light  out  of  (cV)  light :"  ue,,  though 
deriving  his  Godhead  from  the  Father,  it  is  the  same  as  that  of  its 
original,  even  as  the  light  proceeding  is  the  same  as  the  light  emitting. 
(7.)  That  the  Son  is  co-eternal  with  the  Father;  for,  as  St.  Chiysostom 
has  before  argued,''  the  emission  of  light  is  necessarily  coeval  with  the 
existence  of  a  source  of  light.  The  expression  of  Origen,  adopted  by  the 
Catholic  church,  concerning  the  "eternal  generation"  of  the  Son,  exactly 
carries  out  this  idea.  (2.)  The  change  I  wish  to  introduce  in  the  transla- 
tion of  the  second  of  these  two  clauses  is  very  important.  It  is  no  less 
than  to  substitute  the  word  "  substance,"  as  the  English  for  "  virwrratri^y* 
instead  of  "  person :"  to  alter,  that  is,  "  the  express  image  of  his  person" 
into  "  the  very  impress  of  his  substance."  My  reasons  for  this  are  both 
grammatical  and  doctrinal,  (a.)  That  the  Latin  word  "  substantia,"  is 
the  exact  correlative  of  the  Greek  "  viro^rrtun's*  is  very  clear  (vtto,  sub ; 
<rra<r{9,  stans).  It  is  also  a  fact,  that  at  the  commencement  of  the  Arian 
controversy,  "  vrrotntun^*^  and  "  oheU^  were  used  interchangeably  by  the 
Greeks,  and  "  substantia"  by  the  Latins  to  express  the  common  Godhead 
of  the  Father  and  Son 5  while  " Tr/joVnwrov"  and  "persona"  were  the 
respective  words  for  their  distinct  personality.  The  use  of  "  vpotrunrov** 
however,  being  objected  to  on  the  ground  of  its  favouring  (meaning 
originally,  like  its  latin  "  persona,"  a  mask)  the  Sabellian  heresy,  that  the 
three  persons  of  the  Trinity  were  only  manifestations  of  the  one  God,  it 
was  withdrawn,  and  "  vTrotneurK*  substituted,  "  ovaia"  being  left  to  repre- 
sent the  idea  of  the  substance  (so  Nicene  Creed  "  ofioovtriovy*  "  of  one 
substance").**  In  this  sense  "  v7ro(rrctat9'  has  since  been  used,  as  in  the 
epithet  "  hypostatical"  applied  to  the  union  of  the  divine  and  human 
natures  in  the  person  of  Christ.  That,  however,  before  the  Arian  con- 
troversy, it  was  used  to  mean  substance,  not  person,  I  have  shewn  from 
its  derivation  and  its  history,  (fi,)  Doctrinal  considerations  will  confirm 
this  rendering.  The  Greek  is  "  xa/)aicTiy/>  t§«  vwotrraaews  Atnov,** 
yiafMicrrjp  (x^^pcurtrtv,  to  stamp)  is  the  impression  made  by  a  stamp  upon 
that  which  it  stamps.  In  this  image,  therefore,  used  to  set  forth  the 
relations  between  the  Father  and  the  Son,  there  are  three  parts.  1.  The 
thing  which  stamps.  2.  The  thing  which  is  stamped.  3.  That  which 
is  common  to  both— the  impression.  In  that  which  it  sets  forth,  there 
are  also  three  parts.  (1.)  The  person  of  the  Father.  (2.)  The  person  01 
the  Son.  (3.)  That  which  is  common  to  both — the  substance  of  the 
Grodhead.     The  impression  in  the  image,  corresponds  to  the  substance  in 

«  Horn,  on  St.  John  iv.  2. 

^  See  Bobertson's  History  qf  the  Church,  vol.  i.  p.  229  (Mnrray,  1854),  and  the 
references  there  given. 
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the  thiog  imaged:  therefore,  as  x^H^'^^'^P  ^^  ^^®  ^^^  corresponds  to 
vwoaraan,  the  latter  ia  "  aubstaace." — ^Thia  daiise,  thua  rightly  £nglished, 
aeta  forth  the  same  tratha  aa  the  foregoing.  (1.)  The  Father,  "that 
which  atampa,"  ia  the  original,  "  neither  made,  nor  created,  nor  begotten." 
(%,)  The  Son,  though  receiving  (by  eternal  generation)  the  impress  from 
the  Father,  has  neverthdeaa  the  aasne  impress ;  ia  ''of  one  substance  with 
the  Father."  He  is  "  God,"  though  "  of  God,"  **  Light,"  tbougb  "of 
Light,"  "  Very  God,"  though  "  of  Very  God."  Thia  and  the  following 
chapter  may  well  be  called  **  acandalum  Sodnianorum." 

in. 

Chap.  i.  6.  *'  And  again,  when  he  bringeth,"  should  be  rendered,  as 
in  the  margin.  **  And  when  he  bringeth  again  the  first  begotten  into  tk 
world."  This  rendering  brings  this  passage  into  harmony  with  Acts  xiii. 
38,  to  which,  in  the  common  version,  it  has  seemed  contradictoiy.  There 
the  words  of  the  second  Psalm,  "  Thou  art  my  Son :  tbia  day  have  I  be- 
gotten thee,"  are  referred  to  Christ's  resurrection ;  here  they  would  seem 
to  be  interpreted  of  his  birth  of  the  blessed  Virgin. 

The  former  reference  of  this  passage  of  the  Paalms,  viz. :  to  Christ's 
resurrection,  is  of  considerable  importance.  For  the  Anan  would  explain 
it  of  his  superhuman  nature,  and  argue  from  the  words  ''  this  day,*'  that 
there  waa  a  time  before  the  Son  was  begotten.'  And  to  refer  it  to  his 
.  birth  of  Mary,  is  to  contradict  Acts  xiii.  33,  to  mistranslate  the  original, 
and  to  rob  it  of  all  doctrinal  value.  Christ,  as  God,  is  "the  onljf 
begotten  of  the  Father,"  (John  i.  14) :  as  man,  the  day  of  his  birth  was 
that  of  his  resurrection  from  the  dead.  This  latter  sonsbip  we,  the  mem- 
bers of  his  body,  enter  into  and  share :  for  in  this  he  is,  not  the  oh^ 
begotten,  but  "the/r«^  begotten  from  the  dead,"  (Col.  i.  18.  Eev.  i.  5.), 
"  the^r«^  bom  amoffg  many  brethren,**  (Bom.  viii.  29.).  Like  him,  too,  we 
enter  upon  this  sonship  by  resurrection ;  for  we  are  *'  buried  with  him  in 
baptism,  wherein  also  we  are  rUen  with  him,  through  the  faith  of  the 
operation  of  God,  who  hath  raised  him  from  the  dead."  (Col.  ii.  12.) 

IV. 

Chap.  V.  5.  "Christ  glorified  not  himself  to  be  a  high  priest,  but  he 
that  said  unto  him,  '  thou  art  my  Son ;  this  day  have  I  begotten  tbee/  " 
In  the  last  verse  we  considered,  this  passage  from  the  second  Psalm  came 
before  us  as  applied  to  Christ's  resurrection.  In  this,  it  is  referred  to  his 
priesthood.  Having  already  elucidated  the  connexion  between  his  human 
sonship  and  his  resurrection,  we  must  now  inquire  into  that  existing 
between  these  and  his  priesthood. 

There  are  few  things  more  generally  agreed  upon  by  students  of  the 
Old  Testament,  than  that,  in  the  patriarchal  times,  the  first-bom  son  was 
the  priest  of  the  family.  (See  Professor  Blunt's  Scriptural  Coincideiicei, 
pp.  11 — 16).  Melchisedec,  therefore,  one  of  these  patriarchal  priests, 
must  have  entered  his  office  by  being  the  first-bora.     Christ's  priesthood 


See  Paradise  Lost,  b.  v.,  1.  603. 
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being  after  the  order  (rof  e«),  not  of  Aaron,  the  representative  of  the  Levi* 
tical,  but  of  Melchisedec,  the  representative  of  the  patriarchal  priesthood^ 
He  must  have  entered  his  office,  not  like  the  former,  by  genealogy,  but 
like  the  latter,  by  being  the  first-born  son.  Since  then,  at  his  resurrection, 
as  we  have  before  seen,  he  became  "  i^t  first-horn  from  the  dead" — "  the 
firsb'hom  among  many  brethren :"  at  that  time  also,  and  in  virtue  of  the 
first-bom  sonship  into  which  by  that  act  he  entered,  he  became  a  priest 
for  ever  after  the  order  of  Melchisedec. 

In  this  light  we  may  read  two  other  passages  which  speak  of  the 
Church  as  "  a  royal  priesthood"  (1  Pet.  ii.  5,  9 ;  Rev.  i.  6 ;  v.  10),  and 
as  "  the  church  of  the  first-bom."  (Heb.  xii.  23).  The  Church  being  one 
with  Christ,  his  body,  of  course  partakes  of  his  priesthood.  But  this 
priesthood  pertains  only  to  the  first-born ;  and  resurrection  was  the  mode 
in  which  the  Head  obtained  his  worship.  The  body  also,  therefore,  is 
**  risen  with  him"  (Col.  ii.  12;  iii.  1;  Eph,  ii.  6),  and,  being  thus  one  with 
him,  is  "  the  church  of  the  first-bom." 


Chap.  vi.  19.  '^  Which  hope  we  have  as  an  anchor  of  the  soul,  both 
sure  and  steadfast,  and  which  entereth  into  that  within  the  veil."  Also, 
chap.  X.  19,  20.  "  Having,  therefore,  brethren,  boldness  to  enter  into  the 
holiest  by  the  blood  of  Jesus,  by  a  new  and  living  way  which  he  hath  con- 
secrated for  us,  through  the  veil,  that  is  to  say,  his  flesh,  let  us  draw 
near,"  etc. 

The  Holy  of  Holies  in  the  tabernacle  is  stated  (chap.  ix.  24)  to  set 
forth  heaven  itself.  The  veil  between  that  and  the  holy  place  is  here  said 
to  signify  Christ's  "  flesh."  It  was  so  to  him,  because  "  flesh  and  blood" 
(i.  e.  mortal  human  nature)  "  cannot  inherit  the  kingdom  of  God"  (1  Cor. 
XV.  50):  and  therefore  not  till  his  death,  when  he  put  oft'  this  "flesh," 
'was  "  the  veil  of  the  temple  rent  in  twain  from  the  top  to  the  bottom  " 
(Matt,  xxviii.  61) ;  and  not  till  after  his  resurrection, — his  glorified  body 
being  no  longer  "  flesh"  (Heb.  v.  7) — could  he  enter  into  the  holiest. 
(Heb.  ix.  11,  12,  24).  Until  we  also  have  put  off  this  mortal,  and  put 
on  immortality,  our  "flesh,"  like  his,  is  a  veil  between  our  complete 
entrance  into  the  holiest.  And  yet,  as  even  "  in  the  days  of  his  flesh,"  he 
spoke  of  himself  as  "the  Son  of  Man  which  is  in  heaven"  (John  iii.  13), 
so  we,  like  him  "  bom  of  the  Spirit,"  in  our  spirits  are  even  now  in  them 
"  seated  with  him  in  the  heavenlies"  (Eph.  ii.  6),  and  in  these,  and  by 
hope,  as  here  represented,  enter  into  the  holiest,  and  penetrate  into  that 
within  the  veil. 

VI. 

Chap.  ix.  28.  "  Christ  was  once  offered  to  bear  the  sins  of  many :  and 
unto  them  that  look  for  him  shall  he  appear  a  second  time,  without  sin, 
unto  salvation." 

It  has  seemed  to  me  that  this  verse  is  not  generally  recognized  as 
being  a  carrying  on  of  the  type  of  which  the  writer  treats  in  this  chapter. 
He  has  spoken  of  the  acts  of  the  high  priest  on  the  annual  Bay  of  Atone- 
ment ;  how,  with  the  blood  of  a  sacrifice  previously  slain  in  the  outer 
court,  he  entered  into  the  holy  of  holies,  to  present  it  before  God,  and 
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burn  incense :— he  has  shown  how  Christ,  our  great  high-priest,  at  his 
onoe-forHdl  atonement,  entered  with  the  blood  of  his  own  sacrifioe, — pre- 
viously offsred  on  the  cross  "  withont  the  gate"  (chap.  xiii.  12)--isto 
heaTcn  itself,  to  present  it  erer  before  God,  being  seen  '*  in  tbe  midst  of 
the  throne,  a  Lamb  as  it  had  been  slain"  (Bev.  y.  6),  and  in  virtue  thereof 
ever  to  rodce  intercession  for  us.  But  the  type  does  not  end  bere.  Wbile 
the  high-priest  went  into  the  holiest,  the  people,  we  are  told,  waited 
without  in  prayerful  expectation :  and  to  these,  after  hie  work  was  accom- 
plished, he  came  out,  and  blessed  them.  In  like  manner  sbnU  *'  this  same 
Jesus,  which  is  taken  up  from  us  into  heaven,  so  come  in  like  manner  as 
he  went  into  heaven."  (Acts  i.  11).  When  the  work  of  intercession  there 
is  finished,  he  shall  come  forth,  no  longer  in  the  likeness  of  sinful  flesh  and 
for  sin,  but  for  the  salvation  and  blessing  of  those  (and  only  those)  who 
are  looking  for  and  loving  his  appearing.  Even  so,  come.  Lord  Jesus ! 
Amen.  H.  H. 


XBNOPHON  AS  AN  HI8TOETAN.  AND  AS  THE  WRITER  OF 
THE  ANABASIS. 

To  the  Editor  of**  The  Journal  of  Sacred  Literature" 

SiE,— The  author  of  the  "  Life  of  Cyrus,"  in  Dr.  Smith's  Biographical 
Dictionary  justly  remarks,  that  the  account  which  Herodotus  gives  of  the 
transference  of  the  Median  empire  to  the  Persians,  is  in  substance  con- 
firmed even  by  Xenophon  himself  in  the  third  book  of  the  Anab(ui»y  where 
we  find  this  historiaa  thus  speaking  of  the  two  cities  Larissa  and  Mespila  :— 

'^trravOa  iroXi*  ^v  ep^ftif^  fierfoXff,  Adpufaa*  ^kovv  ^airnjv  to  iraXatov 
M^£o<  .  .  .  ravrrfv  /SaaiXcvv  o  Uepff&v,  orn  wapa  Mi^&uy  iKafipavov  t^f 
ttpX*!^  Tldpaai,  woXiopKWv^  oifBevl  rpofrw  iSvvaro  eXelv'    k.  t.  X. 

.  .  .  MeWiXa*  Mijioi  avrrfp  irore  tj^KOvv.  *KvravOa  6\€«y6ro  MifSia  tpfvrj 
P<unXiw9  0V7««v,  ore  AirioKeffap  rijif  ^py^v  vvo  Uepowv  M^£oi.  TavnfP 
^  T^v  iroXiv  7ro\topK&v  o  Il€p<n!)v  patrikeh^, lau  ovrios  eaXw. 

We  cannot  doubt  that  this  Persian  king,  who  besieged  and  took 
Larissa  and  Mespila,  was  the  Great  Cyrus — and  thus  we  learn  that 
Xenophon  (whatever  he  may  have  advanced  in  his  philosophical  romance 
of  the  Cyropadia)  agrees  with  Herodotus  and  Ctesias  in  stating  that  the 
Persian  Cyrus  attacked  the  King  of  Media,  conquered  him,  and  wrested 
the  supremacy  from  the  Medes — and  these  three  historians  are  of  course 
to  be  understood  as  teaching  us  that  this  occurred  before  the  overthrow  of 
the  Lydian  and  Chaldean  kingdoms  by  a  Medo-Persian  army  under  the 
command  of  Cyrus. 

Whether,  therefore,  we  identify  Daniel's  Darius  the  Mede  with  Xeno- 
phon's  Cyaxares,  or  suppose  him  to  have  been  a  noble  Mede,  connected 
by  blood  with  the  royal  family  of  Media,  we  may  say  that  Herodotus, 
Ctesias,  and  Xenophon  unite  in  forbidding  us  to  think  that  this  Darius 
took  or  received  the  Chaldean  kingdom  without  the  consent  and  permission 
of  the  illustrious  conqueror  Cyrus.     We  should  infer  this  also  from  the 
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well-known  vision  of  the  prophet  Daniel,  in  whicli,  before  the  Medo- 
Persian  ram  commenced  its  victorious  career  "  westward,  northward,  and 
southward,"  the  Persian  horn  was  already  higher  than  the  Median. 

In  vain  shall  we  seek  in  ancient  secular  history  previous  to  the  con- 
quest of  Media  by  Cyrus,  a  justification  of  the  expression,  "  the  laws  of 
the  Medes  and  Persians,''  where  the  Persians  are  openly  and  formally 
placed  on  a  level  with  the  Medes.  It  seems  difiScult  to  think  that  this 
was  the  established  mode  of  speaking  in  the  days  of  Phraortes,  Oyaxares  I., 
und  Astyages. 

It  would  seem  wholly  unnecessary  to  attempt  to  reconcile  Daniel  (who 
may  be  considered  as  in  agreement  with  the  author  of  the  Anabasis)  with 
the  author  of  the  Cyropadia.  In  that  romance,  Xenophon  has  not  hesi- 
tated to  bring  forward  statements  concerning  the  conduct  of  Cyrus  to 
Astyages,  as  well  as  concerning  the  place  and  manner  of  the  death  of 
Cyrus,  which  may  be  regarded  as  directly  contrary  to  historical  facts. 
Hence,  even  if  the  best-established  Medo-Persian  traditions  had  repre- 
sented Cyaxares  II.  as  leaving  Media  to  fix  his  court  at  Babylon  after  the 
conquest  of  that  city,  yet  we  cannot  reasonably  refuse  to  believe  that 
Xenophon  would  not  have  scrupled,  had  it  suited  the  object  which  he  had 
in  view  when  composing  the  Oyrqpadia,  to  have  made  Cyaxares  remain  in 
Media,  and  to  have  placed  Cyrus  in  vice-regal  power  and  splendour  in 
Babylon. 

The  writer  of  the  biographical  memoir  of  Cyrus  alluded  to  above,  says, 
that  "  there  are  some  in£cations  on  which  a  conjecture  might  be  founded 
that  Darius  the  Mede  was  Astyages."  But  this  notion  is  altogether 
opposed  to  the  generally-received  chronology,  according  to  which  Babylon 
was  taken  by  Cyrus,  cir.  588  B.C. ;  and  Astyages  succeeded  his  father  on 
the  Median  throne  cir.  595.  But  Darius  the  Mede  was  about  sixty-two 
years  of  age  in  538,  and  was  therefore  bom  cir.  600  B.C.,  and  conse- 
qaently  would  not  have  been  more  than  five  years  old  when  Cyaxares  I. 
died,  and  Astyages  became  King  of  Persia. 

On  the  supposition  that  Cyaxares  II.  was  Darius  the  Mede,  we  may 
suppose  him  not  unwilling  to  exchange  Ecbatana  for  Babylon.  We  may 
not  unreasonably  think  that  Cyrus  (especially  when  we  remember  what 
Xenophon  has  related  of  the  cities  of  Larissa  and  Mespila)  would  be 
naturally  jealous  of  any  attempts  on  the  part  of  Cyaxares  to  act  as  an 
independent  Median  monarch,  while  he  would  not  object  to  allow  him  to 
be  very  much  his  own  master  in  Babylonia.  This  would  be  still  more 
probably  the  case  if  we  may  suppose  that  Cyaxares,  in  accepting  from 
Cyrus  the  Chaldean  kingdom,  and  removing  to  Babylon,  virtually  renounced 
his  connexion  with  Media,  even  if  still  nominally  retaining  such  titles  as 
he  had  previously  possessed. 

11^^  June,  1857.  G.  B. 
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ON  THE  ORIGIN  OP  THE  WOED  "SABBATH." 

8iR» — In  his  Bbort  article  on  the  word  Mahbatk'  Mr.  Talbot  seems  to  me 
to  have  committed  two  grave  mistimes.  The  first  is,  a  total  misappre- 
hension of  the  power  of  the  Semitic  letter  9.  This  letter  was  not  origi- 
nally a  vowel  mark,  but  a  distinctly  and  strongly-articulated  consonant; 
and  such  it  is  to  this  day  in  the  mouth  of  the  Arabs  of  Syria,  Egypt,  etc. 
"  ^is  a  letter,"  says  Mr.  Bedhouse,  in  the  Introduction  to  his  EngM- 
Turkish  Dictionary^  "  that  has  generally  been  considered  and  treated  as  a 
vowel  by  European  writers,  always  excepting  the  learned  Be  Sacy,  and 
a  few  scholars  of  his  stamp.  Nothing  can  be  conceived  more  erroneous, 
since,  in  the  mouth  of  an  Arab,  no  consonant  exists  having  greater 
claims  to  the  appellation.  It  is  pronounced  in  the  deepest  part  of  the 
throat,  with  an  effort  that  must  be  learned  in  infancy,  or  which  can  ne?er 
afterwards  be  attained."  Such  too  was  doubtless  its  original  value  in 
Hebrew,  though  even  here  it  began,  in  some  cases,  to  be  weakened  into  m 
(as  in  ^fmf  for  Vco^,  compared  with  b»W,  awTD  for  ayro,  Amos  vi.  8),  or  to 
be  altogether  passed  over  (as  in  ^  pr'ythee,  for  m) ;  changes  which  took 
place  with  greater  frequency  in  Chaldee  and  Syriac.  It  is  only  in  tlie 
more  corrupt  dialects,  such  as  the  Samaritan  and  Punic,  that  9  is  used  as 
a  vowel  letter,  especially  to  indicate  the  dull  sounds  a  or  0  and  u.    So  in 

Samaritan  ^VT  ^or  ^p  (Syriac  ioi) ;  in  Punic,  Oesen.  Monumeida 
Fhcen.,  tab.  26  (accorcung  to  Ewald's  reading) : 

where  wyo  probably  =  nsm,  pu"al  of  a  verb  wid  to  erect  (related  to  the 
•  •  >" 

Arabic  ^^  sana'a,  "to  make").* 

Mr.  Talbot's  second  mistake  is,  his  total  rejection  of  the  Masoretic 
punctuation,  the  general  accuracy  of  which  can  be  fully  proved  by  tlie 
comparison  of  the  other  Semitic  dialects,  especially  the  Arabic  and  Ara- 
maic. According  to  the  Masorites,  the  word  for  seven  is,  /.  vyti  »^'* 
m,  TTff^  shib'd,  which  in  the  construct  state  becomes  (or,  rather,  retains 
the  older  form)  rtffytd  shib'at.     Now  the  corresponding  Arabic  word  is 

^---a  sab\  m,  <U-»«j  sab^at  (Vulg.  sab* a);*  the  Syriac  MjQjp  sh*ba\  »• 
|S*^»  shab^o,/,;  which  clearly  prove  the  correctness  of  the  Hebrew  form, 


g  J.  S.  X.,  No.  IX.,  p.  175. 

*  «5p«=ijaM,  i.e,,  rn  pH;  «w=rm  or  rm,  and  «5a»  =  «5Qn.  ^^ 

»  The  Arabic  usually  substitutes  {jm  9  for  the  Hebrew  «>  ah  (as  i/*^,^  ***» 
Heb.«Ja7;  (^^u.'v.  hasiba,  Heb-  awn;  ^^^  »a*^,  Heb.  rn^) ;  and,  conveneir, 
^  fih  for  the  Heb.  «5  #  (as  ^Ji^j  haihmr,  Heb.  -»to| ;   «   .  .^^  ihabVa,  Heb.  »5*)* 
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at  least  as  to  the  syllabization.  The  utmost  that  can  possibly  be  conceded 
to  Mr.  T.  is,  that  the  Hebrew  word  may  have  had  the  same  vowels  as  the 
Arabic  and  Syriac,  viz.,  in  the  m,  skab'at  instead  of  sMb*at 

The  radicals  in  this  case  are  x6,  i,  9,  the  n  being  merely  a  formative  letter. 
In  n|^,  on  the  other  hand,  the  n  is  radicsJ,  and  the  a  is,  according  to  the 
Masorites,  to  be  doubled  in  pronunciation,  n|^^  thabbdt.  That  the 
doubling  of  the  a  is  correct  can  be  proved,  I  will  not  say  by  the  Greek 
and  Latin  equivalents,  trdpfiarov  or  <rdppa7a  and  aabbatum,  but  by  the 

Syriac  |A^u»  (where  the  ku9koi  indicates  the  ancient  doubling  of  the  42f) 
and  the  iEthiopic  ft^/l-^-I  sanbat  (in  which  nb  stands  for  bb,  just  as  in 
Aramaic  vm  knotolec^e,  for  sno;  V»3n  for  V?n,  Vwr,  J/ el  of  b^  to  go  in; 

Igm  ^for  n^  or  T^ai).* 

rQ«J  (constr.  natj,  with  suff.  smf^  pi.  n\n^^,  constr.  rrtna«>)  seems  to  be 
a  noun  of  the  form  Vtsg  from  the  radical  m^.  From  the  doubling  of  the 
n  in  such  forms  as  \mx6  ahabbatto,  some  have  preferred  to  view  it  as  a  con- 
traction for  rmx5  (form  rfm^),  comparing  nrw  (for  rnrw,  fern,  of  iiw),  n^ 
(for  mj,  rod.  ir)  1  Sam.  iv.  19,  rrr^  (for  nvKfio)  1  Kings  i.  15,  mato  (for 
nnrr^)  Mai.  i.  14 ;  and  it  must  be  admitted  that  the  fem.  form  vhs'^  or 
n^  is  that  genei'ally  preferred  for  abstract  nottns,  e.g.,  vsmn  or  nm}  sin, 
xr^  petition,  nma  baldness  (pi  the  forehead),  njjnto  an  incision.  However, 
if  not  actually  Viag,  at  least  a  cognate  form  occurs  with  an  abstract  signi- 
fication, viz.,  -©M  a  vow  of  abstinence.  The  doubling  of  the  last  radical 
would  then  be  similar  to  that  in  trVoa,  from  Vna,  xs*mp^  from  jEg,  and  0^30] 
from  yj],  Ewald  takes  a  somewhat  different  view  of  the  word  in  his 
Hebrew  Grammar.' 

ra^,  the  sabbath,  is  consequently  an  abstract  noun,  properly  signifying 
rest  (Gen.  ii.  2,  3 ;  Exod.  xx.  8  sqq.),  from  the  rad.  ra^.  This  word 
ra^  means  to  be  fixed  or  firm,  then  to  be  still  or  quiet,  to  rest,  and  also  to 
cease  to  do  anything,  to  come  to  an  end  (see  Gesenius'  Thesaurus),     The 

xbshia  here  not  the  pure  «)  (which  corresponds  to  an  Arabic  (jm  s,  and 
Aramaic  v$  «^  sh),  but  the  impure  xb,  corresponding  generally  to  the  Ara- 
maic T\Lt,  and  the  Arabic  vi^  th  (m  "thing");  and  the  Arabic  equiva- 
lent is  (^2-^  thabata,  "to  stand  upright,  to  be  fixed,  firm,  stable." 

This  verb  ra^,  c:^,  1  consider  as  a  denominative  from  m^  shebet, 
the  infinitive  or  verbal  noun  of  y&  to  sit,  remain,  dwell.     The  original 

form  of  this  word  has  remained  to  us  in  the  Arabic  v-.^*i  wataba,  **  to  stand 
firm  or  immoveable ;"  in  Aramaic,  with  the  usual  change  of  j  w  into » y, 
«sZli,  m  (an^),  to  sit,  remain,  dwell.     By  aspirating  the  C^  t,  and  so 


*  The  Arabic  has  only  the  fonn  CUwJl  assabt  ("  Satnrday")  =  Heb.  ra«5. 
i  Sixth  Edition,  §  212  d,  note  1. 
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oonTeriiog  it  into  i^j  ik  (in  *'  thing^'),  tbe  Arabs  got  v_^$j  waJtJuAa, 
generally  used  in  tbe  sense  of  io  let^,  but  in  tbe  Himyaritic,  or  Soutk 

Arabian,  in  tbat  of  to  iii^  wbenoe  tbe  common  word  <--->U^  wUkaby  "a 
seat  or  onsbion."  Tbe  Hebrew,  unable  to  pronounce  tbe  lisped  letter 
4^  M,  oonTcrted  it  into  tbe  tbick  sibilant  «^  «i,  and  as  be  also  substi- 
tute4  *  f^'' j>  i^ictt  resulted  tbe  word  y^^  witb  its  infinitive  n^,  wbich 
would  be  in  Arabic  Juj  tliUiai  (compare  ifjj,  lidat-s^trh  from  jjj  -=.% 

Denominatiye  verbs  of  tbis  sort  are  not  uncommon  in  tbe  Semitic  lan- 
guages.    In  Hebrew,  for  example,  we  bave  nn^  to  destroy ^  from  nn^  (rad. 

X  ^  X  ^ 

maJ) ;  in  Arabic,  Ju*^  moMla^  "to  flow,"  from  J^m«^  maml^  "a  water- 

course"  (rad.  J-,-*),  c-«  maru^a^  "to  abound  in  pasture,"  from  ^j^ 
mar'd,  "pasture  ground"  (rad.  Lf^J)i  in  Jlthiopic,  O^tlHl  mdsamii  "to 

rot,  to  perisb,"  from  (J^ff^.  muand,  "corruption"  (rad.  ^J^\  asma, 
"to  become  putrid,"  especially  used  of  water). 

After  tbis  I  bope  we  sball  bear  no  more  of  tbe  erroneous  derivation  of 
r^i^  the  uMath^  or  "  day  of  r««/,"  from  n^  seven,— ^^^  derivation,  I  may 
add,  long  ago  proposed  by  Professor  Miiller,  of  Oxford,  in  bis  well-known 
article  on  "Comparative  Philology"  in  tbe  Edinburgh  BeoieWy  No.  192. 

W.  W. 

Dublin. 
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NOTICES  OF  BOOKS. 


The  testimony  of  the  Rocks  ;  or^  Oeohgy  in  its  hearings  on  the  two 
theologies^  natural  and  revealed.  By  Hugh  Miller,  author  of 
'*The  Old  Red  Sandstone,"  "Footprints  of  the  Creator,"  etc.,  etc. 
Edinburgh :  Shepherd  and  Elliot.  London :  Hamilton,  Adams, 
and  Co.     1857.     pp.  xii.,  500. 

Mr.  Miller  had  devoted  the  studious  part  of  his  life  to  the  pursuit  of 
the  natural  sciences,  and  chiefly  to  that  of  geology.  Without  having 
been  early  trained  in  those  studies  which  are  mainly  concerned  with 
objects  less  palpable  than  those  of  natural  science,  it  would  not  have 
been  wonderful  if  the  pursuit  with  which  he  was  enamoured  had  thrown 
the  moral  sciences  into  the  shade.  For  it  is  an  undeniable  fact  in  the 
history  of  the  human  mind  from  the  earliest  ages,  that  the  things 
which  "  are  made  "  and  "  do  appear,"  which  testify  to  "  the  invisible 
things  of  God,"  have  constantly  so  eclipsed  these  invisible  things  as 
that  the  outward  world  has,  at  length,  solely  occupied  the  thoughts  of 
men.  In  the  earliest  Ved&s  we  have  faint  traces  of  the  recognition  of 
the  "  Fountain  "  of  that  "  ethereal  beam  "  which  threw  a  flood  of  glory 
over  the  gorgeous  scenery  of  the  East ;  but  the  visible  material  centre 
of  it  soon  became  the  highest  object  of  their  thoughts  and  worship. 
Without  the  influence,  direct  or  indirect,  of  a  divine  revelation,  this  has 
always  been  the  case ;  and  too  often  the  clearest  light  of  such  revela- 
tion has  become  dim  in  comparison  with  "  the  things  that  are  seen." 
The  effect  of  dwelling  intenlly  and  solely  on  the  visible  objects  of 
science  has  often  been  the  same  in  kind  as  'Qiat  of  keeping  before  men's 
eyes  sensible  representations  of  spiritual  things ;  it  has  been  that  of  a 
real  idolatry,  in  which  the  image  which  has  been  subjected  to  the 
fideltbus  oculis, — ^the  believing  eyes, — has  extinguished  from  the  intel- 
lect and  the  heart  "  the  image  of  the  invisible  God."  And,  by  the 
way,  we  will  just  remark  that  for  this  reason,  among  others,  our  Lord 
tells  his  disciples,  "It  is  expedient  for  you  that  I  go  away."  It  was 
good  for  them  no  longer  to  "  know  Christ  after  the  flesh,"  that  they 
might  learn  to  "  look  at  the  things  that  are  not  seen,"  which  they 
woidd,  perhaps,  never  have  done  if  his  presence  had  been  before  their 
bodily  eyes. 

But  Mr.  Miller  was  reared  in  the  "  old  theology  of  Scotland,"  and 
his  feith  in  the  best  parts  of  it — we  might,  perhaps,  add  in  some  parts, 
which  are  not  the  best — was,  we  believe,  still  strong  in  him  when  he 
put  the  finishing  hand  to  this  treatise.  Without  admitting  the  certainty 
of  all  Mr.  Miller's  geological  convictions,  and  while  doubting  some  of 
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his  own  speculations,  we  have  heen  highly  interested  and  edified  by 
this  volume. 

Supposing  only  that  its  geology  is  generally  true,  its  testimony  is 
strong,  and  peculiar  to  the  doctrines  of  natural  theology ;  and  when 
geology  shall  have  become  a  little  more  accommodating,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  perhaps,  our  interpretation  of  God's  Word  a  Httle  modified 
on  the  other ;  the  harmony  between  the  former  and  revelation  may 
turn  out  to  be  complete. 

The  "testimony  of  the  rocks"  is  shewn  by  Mr.  Miller,  in  the 
first  place,  to  establish  the  principle  of  the  natural  arrangement  of  the 
animal  and  vegetable  Kngdoms,  which  science  had  independently  de- 
termined in  reference  to  extant  forms.  The  animal  kingdom  had  been 
arranged,  as  by  Cuvier,  in  classes  according  to  the  completeness  of 
fimctions ;  from  the  higher  order  of  mammals  to  the  invertebrate,  which 
includes  the  moUuscaj  and  others  of  about  the  same  grade  of  animal 
being.  The  vegetable  kingdom  had  been  determined,  as  it  appears  in 
the  writings  of  Dr.  Lindley,  as  descending  in  vegetable  importance 
from  the  dictyledonous  trees  to  the  mallogens,  to  which  latter  the  sea- 
weeds belong. 

**  At  length,"  says  Mr.  Miller,  "  when  the  work  (of  this  arrangement)  appears 
to  be  well  nigh  completed,  a  new  science  has  arisen,  which  presents  us  with  a  very 
wonderfal  means  of  testing  it. . . .  and  now  that  a  wonderful  opportunity  has  occurred 
of  comparing  in  this  matter  of  classification^  the  human  with  the  divine  idea — the  idea 
embodied  by  the  zoologists  and  botanists  in  their  respective  systems,  with  the  idea 
embodied  by  the  Creator  of  all  in  geologic  history — we  cannot,  perhaps,  do  better, 
in  entering  upon  our  subject,  than  to  glance  briefly  at  the  great  features  in  which 
God's  order  of  classification,  as  developed  in  palaeontology,  agrees  with  the  order  in 
which  man  has  at  length  learned  to  range  the  living  productions,  plant  and  animal,  by 
which  he  is  surrounded,  and  of  which  he  himself  forms  the  most  remarkable  portion." 

If  then,  as  Mr,  Miller  shews,  we  examine  the  fossilliferous  rocks, 
in  the  order  in  which  they  were  deposited,  we  find  the  Silurian,  the  old 
red  sandstone,  the  carboniferous,  etc.,  to  the  tertiary,  containing  suc- 
cessively the  classes,  both  of  plants  and  animals,  in  ascending  order. 
The  Silurian  in  its  lower  beds  exhibiting  only  fossils  of  the  mallogen 
plants,  and  of  the  invertebrate  animals ;  while  the  tertiary  rocks  are 
distinguished  by  the  dictyledonous  plants  of  the  higher  order,  and  the 
placental  mammals.  We  can  only  indicate  thus  generally  what  Mr. 
Miller  has  shewn  at  length,  by  a  great  variety  of  illustration,  which 
is  often  pictorially  exhibited,  and  which  is  most  interesting. 

Immediately  preceding  the  human  period  we  find,  it  appears,  those 
plants  and  animals  which  are  most  associated  with  the  wants  and  gra- 
tification of  man.  The  true  grasses,  among  which  are  the  wheat,  the 
barley,  and  other  cereals ;  the  rosace®,  including  our  best  fruits, 
among  plants ;  the  sheep  and  its  kind  among  animals,  preceded  man 
by  a  very  brief  period. 

**  At  length  the  human  period  begins.  A  creature  appears  upon  the  scene,  unlike 
all  that  preceded  him,  and  whose  nature  it  equally  is  to  look  back  upon  the  events 
of  the  past. .  . .  and  to  anticipate  at  least  one  succession  more  in  that  still  future  state 
in  which  he  himself  is  again  to  appear,  in  happier  circumstances  than  now,  and  in  a 
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worthier  character.  We  possess  another  history  of  the  primeval  age,  and  subsequent 
chronology  of  the  human  family,  than  that  which  we  find  in  the  rocks.  And  it  is 
well  that  we  do  so.  From  various  causes,  the  geological  evidence  regarding  man's 
first  appearance  on  earth  is  singularly  obscure. ...  It  may  be  safely  stated,  however, 
that  that  ancient  record  in  which  man  is  represented  as  the  last  bom  of  creation,  is 
opposed  by  no  geological  fact;  and  that  if,  according  to  Chalmers,  *  the  Mosaic 
writings  do  not  fix  the  antiquity  of  the  globe,  they  at  least  do  fix — making  allowances, 
of  course,  for  the  varying  estimates  of  the  chronologer — the  antiquity  of  the  human 
species.'  " 

The  subject  indicated  by  the  title  of  the  volume  is  not  directly 
entered  upon  till  the  fifth  lecture,  from  page  192.  The  first  two  lectures 
are  occupied  with  the  Palaaontological  history  of  plants  and  animals, 
to  which  we  have  already  referred;  the  third  and  fourth  with  the 
adjustment,  according  to  the  author's  view,  of  the  Mosaic  cosmogony 
with  the  present  conclusions  of  geology.  The  evidence  for  the  enormous 
periods  during  which  the  several  deposits  were  made,  is  given  in  the 
third  lecture,  on  which  we  shall  only  remark,  that  the  reasoning  assumes 
in  everything,  except  the  production  of  organic  life,  the  mere  action  of 
physical  agencies,  such  as  have  come  under  human  experience.  The 
creative  power  which  is  acknowledged  to  have  been  present  in  the 
successive  production  of  living  beings,  has  not  in  any  case  accelerated 
the  pperations  of  nature.  In  the  fourth  lecture  we  have  a  discussion 
of  the  mode  in  which  the  knowledge  of  creation  was  made  known  to 
Moses.  This  Mr.  Miller,  in  accordance  with  the  opinions  of  some 
eminent  men,  thinks  must  have  been  by  vision,  and  that  vision  was  of 
a  kind  to  lead  the  sacred  writer  to  designate  as  days,  the  six  successive 
periods  of  geological  formation.  In  the  hands  of  Mr.  Miller,  this 
representation  is  a  very  poetic  affair,  and  as  such  is  as  interesting,  and 
perhaps  as  true,  as  some  of  the  modern  pictorial  history,  but  we  cannot 
call  it  science. 

But  the  important  and  peculiar  bearing  of  this  science  on  some 
theological  questions  is  very  forcibly  shewn  by  Mr.  Miller.  It  renders 
unnecessary  the  very  questionable  a  priori  reasoning  of  divines  against 
the  atheistic  assumption  of  an  eternal  succession  of  natural  sequences. 

**  The  *  infinite  series '  of  the  atheists  of  former  times  can  have  no  place  in 
modem  science :  all  organic  existences,  recent  or  extinct,  vegetable  or  animal,  have 
had  their  beginning ;  there  was  a  time  when  they  were  not,  the  geologist  can  indi- 
cate that  time,  if  not  by  year,  at  least  by  periods,  and  shew  what  its  relations  were 
to  the  periods  which  went  before  and  that  come  after ;  and  as  it  is  equally  a  recog- 
nized truth  on  both  sides  of  the  controversy,  that  as  something  now  exists,  something 
must  have  existed  for  ever;  and  as  it  must  now  be  not  less  rarely  recognized  that 
that  something  was  not  the  race  of  man,  nor  yet  any  other  of  the  many  races  of 
man's  predecessors  or  contemporaries,  the  question,  *  What  then  was  that  something? ' 
comes  with  a  point  and  directness  which  it  did  not  possess  at  any  former  time.  By 
what,  or  through  whom,  did  these  races  of  nicely  organized  plants  and  animals  begin 
to  be?" 

Mr.  Miller  shews  that  the  Lamarkian  hypothesis  of  development, 
which  is  in  fact  identical  with  the  crude  fancies  of  Epicureans  as  sung  by 
Lucretius,  is  a  mere  dream,  sustained  by  no  shadow  of  proof  or  pro- 
bability, and  is  absolutely  disposed  of  by  geological  facts.  Geology  can 
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point  out  in  any  one  department  which  the  Lamarkian  may  fix  upon, 
the  organism  in  every  stage  of  it,  and  shew  that  each  species  is 
thronghout  distinct,  without  a  single  specimen  of  those  transitional 
forms  which  the  Lamarkian  imagines. 

The  argument  of  Hume,  derived  from  his  theory  of  cause  and 
effect,  according  to  which  a  cause  must  he  a  constant  antecedent  to  its 
effect,  and  which  therefore  ohjects  to  the  idea  of  creation  as  a  singular 
effect,  is  also  set  aside  hy  the  deductions  of  geology.  Hume  would 
argue.  We  have  before  us  an  event  called  creation,  and  a  creative  power 
is  assumed  as  the  cause ;  but  what  do  we  know  of  this  power,  except 
from  this  one  event  ?  How  do  we  know  that  there  is  an  antecedent 
from  which  like  consequents  can  flow  ?  The  answer  of  geology  is,  We 
have  ample  experience  in  the  history  of  our  planet  of  the  working  of 
such  a  cause.  The  creation  once  consisted  of  dead  matter,  and  we 
know  of  no  other  cause  for  this  but  one.  Plants  and  animals  appear, 
for  the  production  of  which  that  one  cause  alone  is  adequate.  '*  It  is 
now  rendered  evident  that  in  the  earlier  creation  the  producing  cause 
had  exerted  but  a  portion  of  His  power.  ....  We  now  find  that  He  is 
adequate  to  the  origination  of  vitality  in  its  two  great  kingdoms, — 
plant  and  animal."  Other  creations  are  presented  to  us  rising  above 
each  other  in  importance,  till  ''  a  creature  immeasurably  superior  to  all 
the  others  appears  upon  creation,  and  whose  very  nature  it  is  to  make 
use  of  his  experience  of  the  past  for  his  guidance  in  the  future  .... 
and  founding  at  once  on  an  acquaintance  with  the  past,  extended  through 
all  the  periods  of  the  geologist,  and  on  that  instinct  of  our  nature  whose 
peculiar  function  it  is  to  anticipate  at  least  one  creation  more,  we  must 
regard  the  expectation  of  '  new  heavens  and  a  new  earth,  in  which 
dwelleth  righteousness,'  as  not  unphilosophic,  but  as,  on  the  contrary, 
altogether  rational  and  according  to  experience.'' 

The  philosophy  of  Bolingbroke,  which  assigned  to  man  a  position 
in  the  creation  insignificant  as  compared  with  that  which  Revelation 
speaks  of,  is  contrary  to  the  whole  teaching  of  geology.  "  There  is," 
says  Professor  Agassiz,  ''a  manifest  progress  in  the  succession  of 
beings  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  This  progress  consists  in  an  increas- 
ing similarity  to  the  living  form,  and  among  the  vertebrates,  especially 
in  their  increasing  resemblance  to  man.  But  this  connexion  is  not  the 
consequence  of  a  direct  lineage  between  the  fancies  of  different  ages. 
There  is  nothing  like  parental  descent  connecting  them  ....  the  link 
by  which  they  are  connected  is  of  a  higher  and  immaterial  nature ; 
another  connexion  is  to  be  sought  in  the  Creator  himself,  whose  aim  in 
forming  the  earth,  in  allowing  it  to  undergo  the  successive  changes 
which  geology  has  pointed  out,  and  in  creating  successively  all  the 
different  types  of  animals  which  have  passed  away,  was  to  introduce 
man  upon  the  surface  of  our  globe.  Man  is  the  end  towards  which 
all  the  animal  creation  has  tended  from  the  first  appearance  of  the  first 
palnozoio  fishes." 

Our  space  will  not  allow  us  to  enter  upon  the  other  subjects  of  this 
volume,  in  which  the  author  gives  his  views  of  the  l^oachian  deluge, 
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criticizes  somewbat  caustically  the  antigeologists,  and  discusses  in  the 
two  last  lectures  questions  purely  scientific,  relating  to  the  geology  of 
Scotland.  As  a  whole,  the  work  is  well  adapted  to  recommend  the 
study  of  geology  to  those  who  have  perhaps  been  fearful  of  its  tenden- 
cies, while  it  may  help  to  recall  from  their  scepticism  some  who,  having 
dipped  into  science,  have  idly  accepted  the  doubt  which  some  aspects 
of  it  appear  to  suggest. 


Three  Infroductory  Lectures  on  the  Study  of  Ecclesiastical  History,  By 
Arthur  Penrhyn  Stanley,  M.A.,  Regius  Professor  of  Ecclesias- 
tical History ;  Canon  of  Canterbury.  Oxford  and  London  :  Parker, 
1857.     8vo.     pp.  iv.,  86. 

The  general  impression  we  derive  from  the  perusal  of  these  Lectures 
is,  that  Professor  Stanley  is  a  man  of  deep  Christian  feeling,  of 
high  endowments,  of  a  warm  imagination,  and  a  genial  spirit.  His 
object  naturally  being,  in  this  his  first  appearance  as  Professor  of 
Ecclesiastical  History,  to  invite  attention  to  the  subject ;  he  has, — ^if 
we  may  express  ourselves  a  little  after  his  own  fashion — ^given  rather 
a  bird's-eye  view ;  a  sort  of  Pisgah  glance  over  the  good  land  which 
he  promises  to  enter,  than  such  a  survey  as  he  may  be  expected  to 
begin  when  he  has  fairly  entered  upon  it.  As  thus  seen  it  is  a  ^'  broad 
land  of  wealth  unknown ;"  and  if  the  Professor  succeeds  in  the  actual 
survey  of  only  a  portion  of  his  wide  outline,  he  will  have  accomplished 
a  long  and  laborious  task. 

In  speaking  of  the  "  limits"  of  the  province  on  which  he  is  about 
to  enter,  the  Professor  expresses  his  conviction  that  the  history  of  the 
Church  of  God  must  include  the  history  of  the  chosen  people  from 
Abraham  to  the  apostles.  This  ancient  period  of  Ecclesiastical  History 
extends  to  the  close  of  the  apostolic  age.  With  this  the  direct  influence 
of  the  chosen  people  expires.  The  Church  of  God  is  no  longer  confined 
within  the  limits  of  a  single  nation.  '^  The  thin  stream  expands  and 
soon  loses  itself^  more  and  more,  in  the  vast  field  of  the  history  of  the 
world."  The  Christian  Church  becomes  another  name  for  Christendom, 
and  this  for  the  most  important  nations  of  the  modern  habitable  world. 

How,  then,  are  the  civil  and  ecclesiastical  elements  of  this  history 
to  be  distinguished?  We  really  cannot  find  that  Professor  Stanley 
has  clearly  answered  this  question.  He  seems  to  us  to  be  referring 
sometimes  to  Revealed  religion — sometimes  to  the  persons  of  those  who 
possessed  or  professed  such  religion,  and  sometimes  to  those  who  stood 
in  official  relation  to  what  has  commonly  been  regarded  as  the  Body  of 
the  Church. 

But  he  mentions  three  landmarks  by  which  the  course  of  Ecclesias- 
tical History  may  be  distinguished  from  history  generally  : — 

<*  FirBt,  there  are  institutions,  characters,  ideas,  ^^hich  can  be  traced  to  the  religious, 
espedally  to  the  Christian  element  in  man,  and  to  nothing  besides.  There  are  virtues 
and  truths  now  in  the  world  which  can  only  be  ascribed  to  the  influence  of  Christian 
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wkiyi  asd  Umto  an  aorrnpttoM  ol  ibow  virtiiei,  and  of  ihoae  trutfaa,  wbieh  have 
prodttoed  oiinai  and  arron  to  be  aaeribed  alio»  though  remotely  and  indirectly,  to  the 
same  Maroe.  There  are  events  in  the  eommon  ooone  of  history — ^revolutions,  vrais, 
diviiiont  of  raeet  and  nation^-^which,  in  themtdves,  can  hardly  be  called  reGgious, 
but  wUeh  have,  at  leaat,  one  aipeet  distinctly  rdigioas.  There  are  also  institotions, 
onstoos,  oaraBonifls,  even  fsaturas  and  forau  of  litnal,  in  which,  thofogli  originaSy 
pagan  or  secular.  Christian  ideas  have  now  become  so  crystallized  as  to  be  insepuraUe 
ran  them.   AU  these  it  is  the  task  of  Eodesiasticsl  History  to  adjust  and  diacriminste. 


*  Secondly,  hi  every  age,  even  the  worst,  theie  has  been  beneath  the  surface  sn  - 
ffcorrent  of  rdigioos  Ine  and  active  goodness,  which  it  vnll  be  our  duty  to  bring  to 
light,  as  the  true  signs  of  a  better  world  beyond,  and  of  the  Divine  Presence  abidfiiig 


with  us  here,— a  Chnreh,  as  it  were,  vrithin  a  Church ;  a  '  remnant,'  to  use  the 
langnage  of  the  older  covenant ;  '  a  still  small  voice,'  which  almost  of  its  ovni  nature 
escapes  the  notice  of  the  historian  nhose  attention  is  fixed  on  the  wind,  the  earthquake, 
and  the  ire  of  the  vast  movements  of  the  world. 

*'  Thirdly,  the  whole  histoiy  of  the  Church,  though  usually  flowing  in  the  tnAa 
marked  out  for  it  by  the  great  natkmal  and  geognq[>hical  boundaries  of  the  vrorid,  yet 
has  a  oouise  not  always,  and  thevsfore  not  of  necessity,  identical  with  the  channd  of 
human  dvilizatwn.  In  the  history  of  the  Church,  as  in  that  of  the  worid,  in  the 
history  of  the  Christian  Church,  as  in  that  of  the  Jewish,  there  n  a  distinct  unity  of 
parts,  an  outmud  progress  firom  scene  to  scene,  from  act  to  act,  towards  an  end  yet 
distant  and  invisible;  a  unity  and  progress  such  as  gives  consistency  and  point  to  what 
would  else  be  a  mere  collection  of  isolated  and  disjointed  fiusts." 

In  short,  the  Professor's  ''  field  is  the  world.''  Religion,  in  one 
form  or  other,  is  universal,  and  wherever  man  has  been  found  has  in- 
fluenced the  history;  the  Christian  religion,  so  called,  genuine  or 
spurious,  has  combined  itself  with  all  the  phssnomena  of  life  and  action, 
in  the  civilized  world,  from  the  first  times  of  Christianity.  But  surely 
the  most  thorough-going  history  of  the  Church  does  not  require  even 
an  attempt  to  aocoimt  for  the  boundless  range  of  phsenomena  which 
may  thus  have  been  tinged  by  religion,  and  which  may  have  affected 
its  history  for  evil  or  for  good.  To  mix  up  with  these  in  the  same 
landmark,  institutions,  customs,  ceremonies,  and  forms  of  ritual,  seems 
an  instance  of  confusion  arising  from  want  of  definition  of  his  subject. 
The  *'  under-current"  of  which  the  Professor  speaks,  is,  we  fear,  too 
much  below  the  surface  to  be  brought  to  light.  The  great  and  good 
Neander  used  his  utmost  efforts  for  that  purpose,  but  it  was  by  the 
exercise  of  a  sort  of  clairvoyance^  or  rather  by  drawing  upon  his  ovm 
devout  subjectivity,  that  he  painted  his  charming  pictures  of  an  unseen 
world  of  human  history.  It  "is  a  path  which  no  fowl  knoweth,  and 
which  the  vulture's  eye  hath  not  seen."  "  God  understandeth  the  way 
thereof,  and  he  knoweth  the  place  thereof."  We  confess,  it  may  be 
to  our  shame,  that  we  cannot  at  all  make  out  what  the  Professor  means 
in  the  third  landmark, — ^and  we  would  implore  him,  for  the  sake  of 
some,  perhaps  a  few  inquiring  minds  who  may  be  as  dull  as  we  are,  to 
avoid  a  kind  of  writing,  and  much  more  of  lecturing,  which  is  so  very 
puzzling,  though,  alas !  too  fashionable. 

He  then  gives  a  brief  notice  of  the  successive  stages  of  this  history. 
The  first  is  the  "  transition  of  the  Church  of  the  apostles  to  the  Church 
of  the  fathers,'  as  though  it  were  not  the  same  Church;  Professor 
Stanley  does  not  mean  exactly  this,  for  he  speaks  of  it  as  the  same 
stream.     But  he  says,  "  The  stream,  in  that  most  critical  moment  of 
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its  passage  from  the  everlasting  hills  to  the  plain  below,  is  lost  to  our 
view  at  the  very  point  where  we  are  most  anxious  to  watch  it.  It  is 
not  so  much  a  penod  for  ecclesiastical  history  as  for  ecclesiastical  con- 
troversy and  conjecture.  A  fragment  here,  an  allegory  there ;  romances, 
of  unknown  authorship ;  a  handful  of  letters  of  which  the  genuineness 
of  every  portion  is  contested  inch  by  inch ;  the  summary  examination 
of  a  Eoman  magistrate ;  the  pleadings  of  one  or  two  Christian  apolo- 
gists .  .  .  and  the  catacombs."  This  is,  to  say  the  least,  very  unusual 
language  both  as  to  the  documents  and  the  history  of  the  early  Church. 
It  seems-^^we  trust  only  seems — to  savour  of  the  views  with  which 
Gibbon  pandered  to  the  scepticism  of  his  day.  "  He  finds,"  says  Pro- 
fessor Blunt,  '^  an  insidious  pleasure  in  post-rdating  the  movements  of 
the  Gospel,  willing  to  have  it  supposed  that  it  owed  its  success  to  secular 
support,  and  that  till  Cons^antine  declared  in  its  favour  it  had  made 
little  way.'*  Does  Professor  Stanley  mean  this,  when  he  says,  "  The 
first  great  outward  event  of  the  actual  history  of  the  Church  is  its  con- 
version of  the  empire"  ?  We  would  remind  him,  that  the  same  school 
of  modern  criticism  which  would  sweep  away  the  documents,  and  there- 
fore the  known  history  of  the  early  Church,  haa  amply  replenished  that 
same  period^  by  almost  all  the  apostolic  epistles,  and  we  cannot,  con- 
sistently, accept  one  part  of  their  criticism  without  the  other.  Besides 
which,  whatever  doubts  might  be  entertained  about  the  auihorahip  of 
such  documents,  for  instance,  as  the  seven  Ignatian  epistles, — and  we 
might  add,  of  a  large  part  of  the  apostolic  constitutions, — there  are  few 
who  doubt  that  they  represent  what  is  called  a  development  of  Chris- 
tianity long  prior  to  the  *  conversion  of  the  empire.'  If,  in  fact,  the 
school  which  Professor  Stanley  seems  to  have  followed  is  right,  the 
sub-apostolic  period  is  rich  in  Christian  literature  of  a  high  order,  and 
the  Patristic  writings  are  only  shifted  a  little  lower  down. 

But  "  having  cleared  the  chasm"  in  which  the  history  of  the  Church 
flows  invisible,  this  conversion  of  the  empire  is  the  next  stage.  Then, 
after  the  startling  episode  of  the  Mohammedan  irruption,  the  Eastern 
Church  has  little  to  detain  us.  We  are  called  away  to  witness,  as  the 
next  stage,  the  invasion  and  the  conversion  of  the  Barbarians  of  the 
West  and  the  consolidation  of  the  Latin  Church.  The  history  of  the 
middle  ages  revolved  round  the  character  and  the  policy  of  the  Popes. 
Then  comes  the  Reformation,  which  Professor  Stanley  calls  a  revolution. 
To  ancient  Christianity,  to  Byzantine  Christianity,  to  Roman  Chris- 
tianity, was  now  added  the  fourth  and  equally  unmistakeable  form  of 
Protestant  Christianity.  Henceforward,  however,  it  is  impossible  to 
follow  the  course  of  the  Church  as  a  whole ;  each  country  must  have 
its  own  ecclesiastical  as  weU  as  its  own  civil  history.  But  there  are 
three  countries  in  which,  beyond  all  others,  the  religious  history  of 
Europe  has  specially  been  carried  out.  In  Germany  its  influence  has 
been  almost  too  impalpable  to  attach  itself  to  any  course  of  events  or 
any  definite  outward  character.  In  France  the  fortunes  of  Christianity 
have,  during  the  last  three  centuries,  been  represented  in  the  brightest 
and  in  the  darkest  colours.     No  ecclesiastical  history  since  the  Refer- 
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mation  can  be  so  instractive,  at  least  to  Englishmen,  as  our  own  Church 
of  England.  "As  the  peculiar  constitution  of  the  state  has  borne  the 
brunt  and  survived  the  shock  of  the  French  Revolution ;  it  is  the  hope 
of  the  peculiar  constitution  of  our  Church  that  it  should,  in  like  manner, 
meet,  overcome,  and  absorb,  the  shock  of  the  new  thoughts  and  feelings 
to  which,  directly,  or  indirectly,  that  test  of  European  movements  has 
given  birth." 

The  second  Lecture  contains  excellent  advice  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  the  various  aspects  of  this  history  should  be  studied.  The  history 
of  doctrines  should  be  viewed  through  the  medium  of  the  lives,  charac- 
ters and  circumstances,  of  those  who  received  and  taught  them ;  that  of 
creeds  and  confessions,  on  the  soil  from  which  they  sprung ;  the  history 
of  events  and  persons,  which  are  the  proper  material  for  Ecclesiastical 
History,  should  be  studied  in  connexion  with  the  collateral  subjects 
which  belong  to  them,  in  the  works  of  eminent  historians,  especially  of 
those  who  describe  at  length  and  in  detail.  The  most  important  events 
should  be  mastered  so  as  to  leave  a  lasting  impression  on  the  mind. 
This  especially  applies  to  the  history  of  persons,  which  ought,  if  pos- 
sible, to  be  gathered  from  original  sources,  and  by  balancing  the  ex- 
tremes of  praise  or  blame  by  which  they  may  have  been  represented. 

The  advantages  of  Ecclesiastical  History  are  pointed  out  in  the  third 
Lecture.  It  brings  us  down  from  speculations  and  fancies  to  what,  at 
least,  profess  to  be  fsuctSj  and  these  remove  us  in  some  degree  from  the 
interests  and  illusions  of  the  present.  It  is  always  useful  to  see,  as 
must  be  seen  in  any  extensive  survey,  how  large  a  portion  of  our  eccle- 
siastical differences  is  to  be  traced,  not  to  refigious  causes,  but  to  the 
more  innocent,  and  in  one  sense  irresistible,  influences  of  nation,  of 
climate,  of  race,  of  the  general  course  of  human  affairs.  The  biography 
of  good  men  has  always  been  found  highly  profitable,  as  exhibiting 
Christianity  in  its  fruits.  Many  a  salutary  lesson  is  also  to  be  obtained 
from  the  study  of  the  masses  of  individuals  which  form  the  main  bulk 
of  the  Church.  Though  the  saying  of  Vincentius,  Qiwd  semper^  efo., 
may  not  be  literally  true,  **  there  is  a  common  sense  in  the  Church,  as 
there  is  a  common  sense  in  the  world,  which  cannot  be  neglected  with 
impunity ;  while  there  is  an  eccentricity  in  individuals  and  in  sects, 
which  always  tends  to  lead  us,  if  not  into  dangerous,  at  least  into 
crooked  paths."  This  study  will  lead  to  a  better  understanding  as  to 
differences ;  will  afford  evidences  of  the  truth  of  Christianity ;  mil 
afford  lessons  from  the  failings  of  the  Church.  It  will  suggest  a  com- 
parison between  what  the  Church  is,  and  what  in  the  Scriptures  it  was 
intended  to  be ;  between  what  it  has  been,  and  what,  from  the  same 
source,  we  trust  that  it  may  be.  We  are  happy  to  be  able  to  quote,  in 
conclusion,  the  following  language : — 

**  Of  all  the  advantages  which  Ecclesiastical  History  can  yield,  this  stimulus  to  a 
study  of  the  Scriptures  is  most  important.  It  would  be  a  reward,  if  I  could,  in  how- 
ever slight  a  measure  make  it  (the  study  of  history),  point  to  the  grandeur  and  the 
truth  of  that  which  is  beyond  itself— if  the  study  of  the  history  of  the  Church  should 
rouse  any  one  to  a  deeper  faith  in  the  power  and  the  design  of  the  Bible,  a  stronger 
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belief  in  what  it  has  already  done,  a  higher  hope  and  clearer  understanding  of  what 
its  words  may  yet  effect  for  us,  in  the  chapters  of  hving  history  in  which  we,  or  the 
coming  generations,  may  bear  a  part." 


EzekteVs  Temple  .•*  its  Design  Unfolded^  its  Architecture  Displayed,  and 
the  Subjects  connected  with  it  Discussed.  By  the  Rev.  H.  Smith 
Warleigh,  Chaplain  of  Parkhurst  Prison.     London,  1856.     8vo. 

This  vision,  whether  its  directions  be  literally-understood,  or  spiritually, 
is,  in  many  respects,  of  a  very  remarkable  kind.  Directions  having 
been  given  that  the  Temple  shall  be  re-erected  according  to  the  details 
therein  laid  down,  it  is  enjoined,  amongst  other  things,  that  the  holy 
mountain  (the  site  of  the  ancient  city  and  temple  of  Jerusalem),  shall 
henceforth  be  devoted  exclusively  to  the  Temple  itself,  which,  with  its 
various  buildings  and  courts  is  to  cover  a  space  of  500  cubits  square;  that, 
in  order  to  mark  it  the  more  completely  off  as  holy  ground,  its  precincts 
shall  be  surrounded  by  a  strong  boundary  wall,  inclosing  a  square  of 
500  reeds  each  way,  a  somewhat  larger  space  than  that  occupied  by 
the  whole  of  the  ancient  city ;  that,  in  the  place  of  the  ancient  city,  but 
upon  a  different  site,  an  entirely  new  city  shall  be  built  at  a  distance 
of  about  20,000  cubits  from  the  temple ;  and,  finally,  that  the  entire 
land  shall  be  re-divided  as  directed.  There  are  minor  directions,  but 
these  constitute  the  chief  features  of  the  vision. 

As  might  have  been  expected,  there  has,  as  is  well  known,  been 
much  difference  of  opinion  amongst  commentators  as  to  its  inter- 
pretation. 

Rejecting,  as  improbable,  the  opinion  that  the  details  of  this  vision 
are  to  be  spiritually  understood,  and  as  altogether  inadmissible  that 
which  supposes  a  literal  realization  of  its  various  details  in  millennial 
times,  the  hypothesis  adopted  by  Mr.  Smith  Warleigh  is,  that  with 
the  exception  of  a  small  portion  which  is  clearly  figurative,  viz.,  that 
relating  to  the  waters  (ch.  xlvii.),  it  is  throughout  to  be  literally  under- 
stood : — in  other  words,  that  it  was  intended  to  furnish  to  the  then 
captive  Jews,  directions  concerning  the  rebuilding  of  their  city  and 
temple,  when  they  should  be  restored  to  their  own  land,  and  concerning 
the  repartition  of  the  land  itself. 

This  interpretation  has  been  substantially  broached  before,  as  may 
be  seen  by  a  reference  to  Archbishop  Newcomers  Commentary^  or  to 
Hewlett's ;  amongst  others,  by  Dathe,  Eichom,  and  Archbishop  Seeker. 
Mr.  Warleigh,  however,  does  not  seem  to  be  aware  of  this.  He  appears 
to  have  arrived  at  the  conclusions  adopted  by  him,  independently  of  all 
external  aid.  "  To,  myself,"  he  says,  "  it  was  a  discovery  made  from 
the  Bible  alone."  But  though  broached,  and  even  to  a  certain  extent 
defended  by  others,  it  has  never,  we  believe,  been  so  zealously,  so  fully, 

'  A  short  notice  has  been  before  given  of  this  work,  but  it  is  thought  desirable  to 
enter  more  fully  on  the  subject. — Ed.  /.  S,  L, 


452  NoHeei  qf  Books.  [loly, 

and  we  may  add  (though  we  are  ftr  from  admitting  the  conclnsiyeness 
of  all  his  argaroents),  so  ahly  defended,  as  in  the  work  hefore  ns. 

Mr.  Warleigh  seeks  to  establish  these,  his  main  positions,  by  con- 
tending, in  the  first  place,  that  some  such  reYebttion  was  to  be 
expected: — 

««Iietitbereni«nberad,''heobMrret,'*tluiitlM  J«wt  had  repeiMny  broken  tber 
ooYenant  with  God,  and  hsd  thenfoie  fiHftitad  their  inheritance  in  Canaan.  Both 
Jeremiah  and  Ezekiel  had  often  told  them,  tiiat  it  waa  fmrthii  reaaon  they  were  thrust 
out.  They  had  now  no  more  claim  on  it  than  any  other  nation.  ...  But  their 
return  was  necessary,  in  order  to  acoomplish  God's  oft-revealed  designs  respecting  the 
incarnation  of  his  Son,  and  the  redemption  of  the  world  by  him.  But  for  this,  it  does 
not  appear  that  they  would  ever  have  been  brought  back  to  their  country  .  .  .  Now, 
inasmuch  as  they  had  forfeited  the  land,  we  contend  that  a  fresh  ^ant  of  it  wis 
required  before  they  could  again  inherit  it.  God  makes  this  grant  by  Ezekiel,  as 
much  as  he  ever  made  it  by  Moses;  and  he  disposes  of  it  in  lots,  according  to  his 
good  pleasure,  and  m  a  manner  he  had  never  done  before.  The  Jevrs  were  too  much 
accustomed  to  think  that  tbey  were  to  possess  that  good  land  as  a  matter  of  coarse; 
but  God  shews  them  that  they  were  to  receive  it  [afresh],  and  hold  it  as  a  free  grant 
direct  from  liim  .  •  .  Such  a  procedure  must  have  brought  to  their  minds  with  great 
force  that  the  land  was  his,  not  theirs ;  and  that  he  divided  it,  and  fixed  the  tiibes  as 
he  chose.  What  greater  assurance,  too,  could  he  give  them  of  their  return  [and  re- 
storation to  his  favour]  than  by  reparcelling  out  the  land,  giving  them  the  plans, 
specifications,  and  elevations  of  the  temple,  and  pointing  out  what  sacrifices  to  offer, 
and  how  he  would  be  worshipped  ?  All  this  shewed  in  a  tangible  form,  and  in  a  way 
which  they  could  appreciate,  how  interested  he  was  in  their  wel£u«,  and  how  fullj  be 
intended  to  deliver  them  from  captivity  ... 

"  Nor  should  it  be  forgotten,  that  but  for  the  revelations  of  this  vision,  they  could 
not,  on  their  return,  have  known  how  to  worship  God  at  all.  The  invasion  of  Neba- 
chadnezzar  having  destroyed  some  of  the  essentials  of  the  worship  laid  down  by 
Moses,  it  had  become  impossible  to  carry  out  his  directions^  and  if  so,  how  conidtbey 
hope  to  please  God  ?  In  the  first  place,  they  no  longer  possessed  the  ark  of  the  cove- 
nant :  What  could  they  do  without  this  ?  ...  In  the  next  place,  the  holy  fire  had 
been  extinguished,  which  had  been  lighted  up  direct  from  heaven,  and  which  was  com- 
manded to  be  ever  kept  burning.  How  could  they  offer  up  [acceptably]  a  single 
bumt.offering,  or  burn  a  single  grain  of  incense  without  this  ?  .  .  .  There  is  little,  if 
any  doubt,  but  that  the  thoughtfol  and  earnest-minded  among  the  Jews  reflected  on 
these  things  not  only  with  perplexed  minds,  but  with  despairing  hearts.  It  was  for 
want  of  attention  to  God's  ordinances  that  they  had  been  driven  from  the  rich  blessings 
of  their  fatherland ;  and  could  they  dare,  of  their  own  mind,  again  to  establish  a 
religion  whose  rites  and  commands  they  could  not  observe  ?  Their  way  was  hedged 
in:  they  could  not  take  a  step  :  and  must  have  been  in  utter  despair  if  God  had  not 
revealed  his  will  to  them  .  .  .  Then  in  pity  and  mercy  God  gave  directions  for  the 
re-building  of  the  temple,  but  on  a  model  different  from  that  erected  by  Sdomon; 
and  established  a  code  of  ceremonial  laws  and  observances,  somewhat  differing  from 
those  he  had  given  by  Moses.'' 

In  our  notice  of  this  work  it  is  not  so  much  our  intention  to  pro- 
nounce dogmatically  upon  its  merits  (as  though  we  were  "  the  men," 
and  "  wisdom  would  die  with  us"),  as  to  invite  attention  to  it.  Nem- 
theless,  we  cannot  but  agree  with  Mr.  Warleigh  that  the  improbabilities 
that  the  vision  was  designed  simply  to  convey  spiritual  instruction,  are 
very  great.  In  the  reconstructed  temple,  for  instance,  we  have  tbe 
shape  and  size  of  its  various  rooms,  the  thickness  and  height  of  its 
walls,  the  width  of  its  corridors,  the  dimensions  of  its  porches,  the  posi- 
tition  and  size  of  its  gates  and  doorways,  and  many  other  of  the  like 
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minntise,  down  even  to  the  size  of  the  hooks  npon  which  to  hang  the 
slain  animals  while  flaying  them.  To  give  to  snch  details  a  spiritnal 
interpretation,  with  anything  like  certainty,  is  impossible.  Supposing 
them  to  be  figurative,  by  what  rule  is  their  meaning  to  be  discovered? 
To  what  of  doctrine,  or  of  precept,  or  of  privilege,  is  reference  made  in 
these  many  minute  particulars  ?  What  is  there,  for  instance,  which  we 
can  certainly  say  was  represented  by  the  two  rows  of  little  chambers 
at  each  of  the  three  outer  and  three  inner  gates  of  the  temple  ?  or  by 
the  distinct  chamber  for  the  use  of  the  priest  who  was  in  attendance  at 
the  altar,  as  well  as  another  distinct  chamber  for  those  that  kept  guard  ? 
or  by  the  four  boiling  places  at  the  comers  of  the  outer  courts  ?  or  by 
those  tables  whereupon  they  laid  the  instruments  wherewith  they  slew 
the  burnt-offering  and  the  sacrifice?  Their  spiritual  interpretation 
has  been  attempted,  indeed,  but  we  have  only  to  read  the  expositions 
g^ven  to  see  how  utterly  vain  is  the  attempt. 

It  may  be  said,  indeed,  that  equally  vain  is  the  attempt  to  explain 
the  spiritual  meaning  of  the  various  details  of  the  tabernacle  as  erected 
by  Moses,  or  of  the  temple  as  constructed  by  Solomon ;  but  that  it  is 
nevertheless  true  that  tney  had  a  spiritual  meaning,  even  where  we 
have  failed  to  detect  it.  That  these  buildings  did  convey  spiritual  in- 
struction we  admit ;  but  we  doubt  whether  each  one  of  their  details 
was  intended  to  convey  instruction.  To  any  one  enjoying  the  light 
and  b^ieving  in  the  doctrines  of  Christianity,  their  meaning,  as  regards 
their  general  features,  is  clear ;  but  we  believe  that  many  of  the  direc- 
tions given  in  reference  to  their  construction  were  simply  architectural, 
or  purely  arbitrary.  But,  however  this  may  be,  there  is  this  difference 
between  the  two  cases.  In  the  case  of  the  tabernacle  of  Moses  and  of 
tJie  temple  of  Solomon,  the  details  (which,  by-the-by,  were  but  few, 
compared  with  those  given  in  the  vision  before  us)  were  arehitecturally 
serviceable,  and  may,  therefore,  many  of  them,  have  been  designed 
simply  as  architectural  directions ;  whereas,  in  the  case  of  Ezekiers 
vision,  if  the  temple  was  not  to  be  rebuilt  as  portrayed  in  that  vision, 
th^  details  were  architecturally  useless ;  in  other  words,  they  wmst  have 
been  of  some  spiritual  significance.  They  must  have  been  intended  to 
express  some  spiritual  truth.  But  is  it  likely  that  they  were  ?  Is  it 
not  a  more  probable  supposition  that  they  were  not  ?  and,  if  they  were, 
how  is  that  meaning  to  be  discovered?  Equally  strong,  in  our  opinion, 
are  the  objections  to  the  supposition  of  a  literal  fulfilment  in  millennial 
times.  These  Mr.  Warleigh  has  fully  discussed,  but  our  limits  will 
not  admit  of  our  examination  of  them. 

Considered  then,  merely  as  a  supposition,  it  certainly  does  seem 
most  probable  that  this  vision  of  the  temple  and  city  was  intended  to 
be  literally  understood,  and  that  its  design  was  as  supposed  by  Mr. 
Warlrfgh.  It  has  been  commonly  objected  by  those  who  have  advo- 
cated a  spiritual  interpretation  of  its  scenes,  that  the  measurements 
given  in  certain  portions  of  the  same  are  such  as  to  render  it  physically 
impossible  that  the  limits  of  the  land  would  admit  of  being  partitioned 
as  directed.     This  Mr.  Warleigh  at  once  sets  aside  (and  apparently 
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upon  very  raffioient  groondfl)  by  the  sabsiitiitioii  of  "caUts"  lor 
^*  reedB,''  in  those  purts  of  the  virion  where  (no  word  oocnrrine  in  the 
Hebrew  text)  ^'  reeds"  insteid  of  <«  cnbits"  is  the  word  inserted  in  the 
common  English  verrion,  as  the  supposed  supplement  demanded. 

To  our  mind  a  much  stronger  objection  to  the  supposition  that  the 
vision  was  intended  to  iumish  the  returning  Jews  with  the  diieetioiu 
supposed,  is  to  be  foimd  in  the  ftet  that  they  do  not  appear  to  have 
complied  with  them.  Mr.  Warleigh,  indeed,  is  of  opinion  that,  to  a 
certain  extent,  they  did  comply  with  them,  and  gives  various  reasons, 
in  support  of  his  opinion,  that  they  did.  Of  these,  some  of  them  are 
perhaps  plausible  enough ;  as,  for  instance,  that  based  upon  the  &ct 
that  Cyrus,  in  his  decree  for  the  rebuilding  of  '^  the  House  of  God " 
(Ezr.  vi.  3),^  (by  which  expresrion  is  to  be  understood  that  portion  of 
the  temple  contained  in  the  two  courts  called  the  Holy,  and  the  Holy  of 
Holies),  seems  to  refer  to  the  measurements  given  in  the  virion  as 
regarded  the  height  and  breadth  of  the  same,  "  threescore  cubits"  being 
the  very  measurement  assigned  by  Ezekiel  (xl.  14)  to  the  pillars  sup- 
porting and  surrounding  this  part  of  the  building,  and  (if  we  subtract 
the  two  spaces  of  five  cubits  each,  which,  in  the  vision,  are  left  round 
about  it)  this  also  being  its  breadth.  This,  as  Mr.  Warleigh  observes, 
is  the  more  remarkable,  inasmuch  as  the  temple  of  Solomon  was  only 
thirty  cubits  high  and  twenty  wide. 

But  with  reference  to  his  other  arguments  in  support  of  the  suppo- 
sition, we  must  confess  that  we  do  not  see  their  conclusiveness.  Mr. 
Warleigh  himself  indeed,  does  not  regard  them  as  demonstrative. 
''  We  do  not,"  he  says,  '^  advance  these  evidences  as  a  demonstration." 
As  far  as  they  go,  however,  he  thinks  that  '*  they  greatly  lean  to  the 
side  that  on  the  return  of  the  Jews  firom  Babylon,  and  for  nearly  a 
century  aflter,  they  made  their  arrangements,  and  pursued  their  labours, 
after  the  model  of  Ezekiel ;"  but  tluit  they  *'  could  not  carry  out  their 
original  design  on  account  of  their  poverty,  the  oppression  of  their 
enemies,  and  the  divisions  which  existed  among  themselves."  (P.  196.) 

It  may  be  so ;  but  we  do  not  think  that  he  has  satisfactorily  esta- 
blished this  point ;  nor,  on  the  other  hand,  do  we  regard  the  objection 
which  he  seeks  to  remove,  as  fatal.  We  think  it  safer,  surer,  and  quite 
sufficient  to  reply  to  it,  that  non-compliance  on  the  part  of  the  Jews,  is 
no  proof  that  the  details  of  the  vision  were  not  intended  for  thrir 
guidance.  They  were  a  people  who  often  fell  short  of  the  require- 
ments put  upon  them ;  often  obeyed  with  a  slack  hand ;  often  but  half 
submitted  themselves  to  the  commandments  given  to  them.  The  words 
uttered  in  reference  to  the  temple,  after  that  in  vision  it  had  been  built, 
and  described  in  detail :  ^'  Son  of  man,  shew  the  House  to  the  house  of 
Israel,  and  let  them  measure  the  pattern  ....  shew  them  the  form  of 
the  House  and  the  fashion  thereof ....  and  write  it  in  their  right  that 


i  *'  Let  the  House  be  builded  ....  the  height  thereof  threescore  cabits,  and  the 
breadth  thereof  threescore  cubits.'' 
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they  may  keep  the  whole  form  thereof"  (xliii.  7),  are,  in  our  estuna- 
tion,  almost  conclusive  in  favour  of  the  supposition  that  it  was  God's 
will  (t.  e.,  his  preceptive  will)  that  the  details  of  the  vision  should  he 
complied  with.  The  difficulty  or  difficulties  arising  from  the  fact  that 
they  appear  to  have  heen  unfollowed,  or  if  followed,  followed  only  very 
partially,  are  not,  we  think,  so  great  as  those  that  encumher  other  in- 
terpretations, nor  so  great  as  to  render  it  untenable. 


The  Tent  and  the  Khan :  a  Journey  to  Sinai  and  Palestine.  By  Robert 
Walter  Stewart,  D.D.,  Leghorn.  With  Maps  and  Illustrations. 
Edinburgh:  William  Oliphant  and  Sons.  London:  Hamilton, 
Adams  and  Co.     8vo.     pp.  xvi.,  528. 

Dr.  Stewart  has,  in  the  work  before  us,  published  a  volume  of  great 
interest  and  value.  It  relates  the  incidents  and  records  the  observa- 
tions of  a  tour  made  in  1854,  in  the  Sinaitic  peninsula,  in  Palestine, 
and  in  Syria.  Perhaps  four  months  were  never  better  employed  than 
in  this  case.  It  is  quite  astonishing  that  one  man  should  have  been 
able  to  see  so  much,  and  should  have  been  able  to  say  so  much,  under 
the  circumstances.  Yet  rapid  as  were  his  movements,  the  author  seldom 
leads  us  to  suspect  that  his  observations  were  superficial.  On  the  con- 
trary, his  book  claims  for  him  the  character  of  a  diligent  and  careful 
observer  of  the  districts  through  which  he  passed.  No  doubt  the 
volume  owes  much  to  previous  and  subsequent  reflections  upon  the 
subject ;  but  still  the  mere  narrative  portion  of  it  forms  the  great  body 
of  the  work. 

The  style  is  agreeable,  solid  without  heaviness,  and  full  without 
verbosity.  Its  defects  are  few  and  venial,  while  it  evidently  represents 
a  highly  cultivated  mind.  The  spirit  of  the  book  is  decidedly  Chris- 
tian, and  one  of  its  leading  aims  is,  to  throw  light  upon  the  volume  of 
inspiration.  The  conclusions  of  the  writer  will  of  course  not  always 
commend  themselves  to  every  one,  especially  as  he  sometimes  differs 
from  prevailing  opinions  on  controverted  points.  But  such  a  man 
must  be  heard,  and  those  who  cannot  see  with  him  will  doubtless  regard 
his  reasonings  as  worthy  of  carefrd  and  serious  examination.  This  has 
been  our  own  feeling  while  perusing  the  book,  and  will  no  doubt  be 
that  of  others.  We  are  disposed  to  think  the  earlier  portion,  relating 
the  experience  of  the  author  in  the  peninsula  of  Sinai,  and  previous  to 
his  entrance  upon  Palestine,  as  the  most  interesting.  Yet  we  do  not 
say  this  to  underrate  the  other  parts,  inasmuch  as  from  beginning  to 
end  one  is  constrained  to  admire  the  absence  of  so  much  of  the  common- 
place of  Eastern  travel.  The  work  is  an  original  work,  and  as  such,  is 
worth  a  place  by  the  side  of  the  standard  authors  who  have  written 
upon  the  same  subject. 

We  give  the  following  specimen  of  Dr.  Stewart's  graphic  manner : — 

<*  The  tents  were  soon  pitched,  and  a  cheerful  fire  lighted  in  front  of  mine ;  and 
for  the  first  time  in  twenty-four  hours  I  began  to  feel  a  grateful  warmth.    As  the 
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eveniDg  advanced,  I  had  Bome  coffee  diBtribnted  among  the  poor  Bedomna,  which 
warmed  and  comforted  them  greatly ;  then,  forming  a  circle  round  the  fire,  they  aat 
on  their  heels  and  smoked  by  turns  out  of  one  pipe,  which  did  duty  for  the  whole 
company,  while  I  was  busily  engaged  writing  within.  They  had  previously  announced 
to  Shaheen  that  they  were  to  have  a  dance  in  the  evening,  because  they  had  plenty  of 
wood  and  great  fires  to  keep  them  warm ;  so  at  nine  o'clock  we  had  a  repetition  of 
thd  dance  already  described.  The  scene  was  a  strange  one ;  the  heavens  above  us 
were  black  as  mk ;  the  camp  fire,  stirred  by  the  gusts  of  wind,  shed  a  fitful  light  on 
the  tents  and  trees  around,  while  the  red  glare  lit  up  the  swarthy  faces  of  the 
Arabs  as  they  stood  close  to  it,  singing  and  rocking  their  bodies  for  joy  that  they 
had  found  abundance  of  wood  wherewith  to  warm  themselves.  It  was  a  striking 
illustration  of  the  Epicurean  maxim,  '  Let  us  eat  and  drink,  for  to-morrow  we  die.' 
In  the  satisfaction  of  the  passing  hour,  the  coming  storm  was  forgotten ;  but  within 
half  an  hour  the  rain  came  down  in  such  torrents  as  I  have  seldom  witnessed,  and, 
in  the  midst  of  cold,  wet,  and  misery,  they  spent  the  night  upon  the  gronad.  Some 
fractures  in  the  oilskin  covering  made  it  necessary  to  put  my  uanbreUa  again  in 
requisition  as  a  canopy,  and  until  my  bed  got  drenched  by  the  rain  coming  through 
the  sides  of  the  tent,  I  slept  as  soundly  as  if  I  had  been  on  a  bed  of  down.  Next 
day  (February  1st)  it  rained  continuously,  and  all  the  hills  around  were  white  with 
snow ;  so  travelling  being  out  of  the  question,  it  was  devoted  to  letter  writing  and 
to  my  journal." — p.  156. 

It  is  Dr.  Stewart's  opinion  that  Mount  Sinai  is  represented  by 
Mount  Serbal,  which  lies  considerably  to  the  north  west  of  Ghebel 
Mousa,  to  which  that  honour  is  generally  assigned :  it  is  also  much 
nearer  to  the  Red  Sea.  A  second  opinion  of  his,  and  one  to  which  we 
assign  much  importance,  is,  that  the  inscriptions  in  the  Wadi  Mokatteb, 
or  the  "  Written  Valley,"  were  made  by  permanent  residents  in  the 
land,  and  most  likely  by  the  Amalekites.  He  therefore  rejects  the 
theory  which  assigns  them  to  the  Israelites,  equally  with  that  which 
ascribes  them  to  the  early  Christian  pilgrims.  To  us  it  has  always 
seemed  fatal  to  the  latter  notion,  that  not  only  are  the  inscriptions  in  a 
character  utterly  unknown,  but  those  which  occur  on  the  mountuns 
which  clfdm  to  be  Sinai  are  few  compared  with  what  are  to  be  £rand 
in  the  valley. 

The  stay  of  our  author  at  Jerusalem  extended  over  a  month,  and 
what  he  saw  and  what  he  thought  will  be  found  to  include  much  that 
is  novel  in  its  character.  The  day  of  mere  topographical  descriptions 
of  Jerusalem  as  it  is  are  over,  and  the  learned  are  far  more  occupied 
with  discussions  upon  the  facts  already  brought  together,  in  order,  if 
possible  to  understand  more  clearly  what  Jerusalem  was  in  ancient 
days. 

We  regret  that  our  space  will  not  albw  us  to  extend  our  notice  of 
this  de^ly  interesting  b(K>k. 


Life  of  John  KittOy  D.D.j  F.S^    By  John  Eadie,  D.D.,  LL.D. 
Edinburgh:  Oliphant  and  Sons.  1857.     ISmo.     pp.444. 

A  DEMAND  having  been  made  for  a  cheaper  and  more  popular  narrative 
of  the  life  of  Dr.  Kitto,  the  task  has  been  most  ably  discharged  by 
I>.  Eadie  in  the  volume  we  now  introduce  to  our  readera.    We  cannot 
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doubt  that  this  work  will  attain  to  a  very  large  circulation ;  for  we 
know  no  book  more  likely  to  prove  interesting  to  the  large  mass  of 
readers. 

Dr.  Eadie  thus  unfolds  his  plan : — 

"  We  come  into  no  invidious  comparison  with  Mr.  Ryland's  fall  and  excellent 
Memoirsi  the  form  and  object  of  our  labours  being  so  different  in  their  nature  and 
design.  Mr.  Ryland's  selections  and  unpublished  transcriptions  from  Dr.  Kitto's 
Lietters  and  Journals,  have  saved  us  much  trouble  and  time,  and  we  accord  him  our 
hearty  thanks.  It  will  be  seen,  however,  that  we  have  not  only  made  an  indepen- 
dent use  of  such  papers  as  our  predecessor  has  employed,  but  have  added,  from  other 
sources,  numerous  new  incidents,  extracts,  and  illustrations  of  character.  The  whole 
of  Dr.  Kitto's  manuscripts  were  confided  to  us  by  his  family,  at  whose  request  and 
that  of  the  publishers  of  the  previous  Memoirs,  this  work  was  undertaken.  We 
were  also  kindly  favoured  with  the  use  of  numerous  parcels  of  letters,  which  have 
been  preserved  by  the  various  friends  to  whom  they  had  been  originally  addressed. 
Our  object  has  been  to  tell  the  story,  develop  the  moral,  and  recount  and  estimate 
the  labours  of  Dr.  Kitto's  life,  within  a  brief  compass ;  and  if  we  have  not  wholly 
fSsdled,  the  book  will  be  found  to  be  one,  not  only  of  interest  in  the  strange  vicissitudes 
which  it  pictures,  but  one  also  of  profit  in  the  impressive  teachings  with  which  it  is  so 
signally  fraught.'' 

The  following  particulars  respecting  The  Journal  of  Sacred  Litera- 
ture we  feel  it  our  duty  to  record  in  the  pages  of  the  work  which  he 
originated  and  carried  on  with  so  much  anxiety. 

"  At  this  period  he  projected  The  Journal  of  Sacred  Literature.  >  His  object  was 
noble,  but  the  circulation  never  repaid  him  for  toil  and  effort.  The  prospectus  was 
of  considerable  sixe,  and  embraced  a  great  variety  of  topics.  The  editor  represents 
that  there  are  many  exceUent  religious  periodicals,  and  much  valuable  matter  locked 
up  in  them,  but  tiiey  are  little  read,  save  by  adherents  of  the  ecclesiastical  bodies  to 
which  they  belong  as  organs.  Very  much  is  more  than  equally  lost  in  languages 
which  few  general  readers  know,  and  not  many  scholars  understand.  His  inference 
is,  that  there  is  therefore  an  undoubted  want  of  'a  publication  which,  being  esta- 
blished on  a  wider  basis,  should  not  be  regarded  as  the  organ  of  any  one  religious 
denomination,  or  of  any  one  country ;  but  should  be  the  means  of  enabling  different 
denominations  and  different  countries  to  impart  to  one  another  whatever  they  know, 
which  is  likely  to  advance  the  general  interests  of  biblical  literature.'  There  is  truth 
in  this  statement,  but  much  is  taken  for  granted.  Denominational  predilections, 
though  certainly  weaker  in  this  branch  of  sacred  literature  than  any  other,  are  not 
wholly  without  antagonistic  influence.  The  editor  adds : — *  It  will  also  appear  that 
the  current  theological  literature  of  this  country,  and  especially  its  religious  periodi- 
cal literature,  is  too  exclusively  formed  out  of  materials  arising  among  ourselves,  and 
in  our  own  language.  We  have  the  apostolical  assurance  that  **  they  who  measure 
themselves  by  themselves,  and  compare  themselves  among  themselves,  are  not  wise ;" 
and  yet,  for  nearly  two  hundred  years,  we  have  done  littie  else.  There  were  of  old 
"  giants  "  of  biblical  literature  in  our  land,  who,  in  their  lifetime  kept  up  a  profitable 
intercourse  with  the  scholars  of  the  Continent,  and  whose  names  are  even  now  cited 
with  respect  by  eminent  foreign  writers,  who  have  but  little  acquaintance  with  our 
more  modem  labours  in  sacred  literature.  We  therefore  want  a  publication  which 
shaU  keep  us  acquainted  with  all  that  is  sound  and  valuable  in  the  labours  of  biblical 
scholars  of  the  European  Continent  and  of  North  America,  and  in  whose  pages  such 
of  them  as  now  live  may  interchange  the  results  of  their  researches  with  our  own 
writers. 

<' '  All  these  wants,  and  more  than  these,  it  is  the  object  of  the  preset  publica- 
tion  to  satisfy ;  and  those  who  are  apt  to  discern  **  the  signs  of  the  times,"  are 
strongly  sensible  that  the  time  is  come  in  which  the  demand  for  such  a  work  is  most 
urgent,  and  in  which  it  may,  with  the  greatest  advantage,  be  produced. 
VOL.  V. — NO.  X.  H    H 
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*<  *  Tlie  editor  wm  indaoed  to  think  of  this  puUscttioii  by  tlie  fnspmi  lepreseD- 
tAtions  to  the  above  eiTect,  which  he  hei  been  in  the  habit  of  receiTiiig  from  vanoos 
qnertefi ;  and  already  the  private  notification  of  hii  intention  to  venture  on  the 
undertaking  haa  excited  mndi  intereat  both  in  ihia  country  and  abroad.  It  is  only, 
indeed,  in  conieqnence  of  the  extenaive  literary  co>operation  whidi  he  was  enabled 
to  organixe  for  the  pnrpoaee  of  another  publication  (the  CyckptediaqfBibHadLiiera- 
iure),  that  he  haa  been  indaoed  to  think  serionaly  of  thia  work  in  the  form  which  it 
bears  in  the  present  proipectus :  but  with  the  like,  and  even  more  extenflve  co- 
operation, applicable  to  the  existing  nndertaking,  he  finds  no  reason  to  distrast  his 
means  of  producing  a  publication  adequate  to  the  supply  of  the  wants  which  have 
been  indicated.' 

'*  Nobody  will  question  Dr.  Kitto's  desire  to  promote  biblical  scholarship,  bat  he 
regarded  the  working  of  the  machine  as  too  easy  a  matter.  He  forgot  that  many 
persons  had  not  his  promptitude  in  pouring  forth  the  ripened  results  of  their  research 
and  judgment ;  that  it  is  one  thing  to  induce  a  scholar  to  write  an  article  for  the 
Ctfeiop€tdia — a  work  of  permanent  value — ^and  quite  another  thing  to  prevail  npoa 
him  to  send  an  elaborate  contribution  to  a  periodical,  the  interest  of  which  too  often 
passes  away  with  the  current  number.  The  conspectus,  as  first  published,  embraces 
a  wide  range — Original  Essays  on  Biblical  History,  Geography,  Natural  History, 
Antiquities,  Biography,  Biblical  Bibliography,  with  Reviews,  Notices  and  Quarterly 
Lists  of  New  Publications,  Expository  Passages,  Philological  Essays,  Ecclesiastical 
History,  Translations  and  Reprints,  Oriental  Literature,  Correspondence,  and  Intelli- 
gence. Dr.  Kitto  thought  that  his  previous  success  secured  a  basis  of  prosperity  to 
hia  new  undertaking.  '  Every  writer,'  he  tells  us,  '  does,  in  the  coarse  of  time, 
gather  around  him  a  public  who  understand  him  better,  and  sympathize  with  him 
more  than  the  rest  of  the  world.  Such  a  public,  consisting  chiefly  of  the  possessors 
of  his  former  publications,  the  editor  of  The  Journal  ^  Sacred  Literature  may 
venture  to  suppose  that  he,  after  many  long  years  of  well-accepted  labonr,  has 
brought  around  him ;  and  though  the  present  publication  is  of  much  wider  range 
than  any  of  his  former  productions,  singly  taken,  and  a  proportionate  increase  of 
readers  may  be  expected  for  it,  he  naturally  looks  to  his  old  Mends  as  the  chief  and 
most  earnest  supporters  of  an  undertaking,  to  which  the  matured  plans  and  the  most 
cherished  hopes  of  usefulness  are  irrovocably  committed,  and  in  connection  with 
which  he  has  assumed  responsibilities  more  anxious  than  he  ever  before  ventured  to 
Incur.' 

"Dr.  Kitto,  in  forming  such  an  estimate,  evidentiy  forgot  to  distinguish  between 
scientific  and  popular  literature.  Thousands  of  the  readers  of  the  Pictorial  Bibk^ 
who  were  delighted  and  benefitted  with  the  work,  set  no  value  whatever  on  biblical 
criticism  or  Oriental  literature ;  and  many  of  those  who  purchased  the  Cyclopedia, 
did  so  because,  from  its  compact  form  and  its  learned  treasures,  it  could  be  easily 
and  profitably  consulted.  When  they  opened  it,  they  could  turn  at  once  to  the  article 
they  wanted.  Whereas,  in  subscribing  for  a  periodical,  they  did  not  know  what  they 
might  get  to  read,  or  what  peculiar  subjects  or  texts  might  be  handled.  The  notes 
of  the  Pictorial  Bible^  if  scattered  through  the  volumes  of  a  quarterly  Re?ie^, 
would  never  have  attracted  hosts  of  readers — their  charm  lay  in  being  so  compendi- 
ous, and  in  being  found  so  readily  in  connexion  with  the  text  of  the  Sacred  Volnme. 

"  Dr.  Kitto  sadly  miscalculated  when  he  thought  of  finding  so  large  a  isxi^c^ 
subscribers  to  his  Journal.  The  very  prospectus  warned  away  hundr^  who  had 
rejoiced  in  his  previous  labours,  and  who  might  wish  him  success  in  a  path  in  which 
they  had  neither  inclination  nor  ability  to  follow  him.  Yet  who  cannot  sympathise 
with  the  editor  when  he  thus  winds  up  his  address  ? — *  If  it  tends  to  advance  the 
glory  of  God  by  promoting  the  better  understanding  of  his  word  and  his  way«,  if  J* 
contributes  in  any  useful  degree  to  the  advancement  of  sacred  literature  in  this 
country,  and  if,  by  the  sympathies  of  common  labour,  and  by  the  development  of 
common  interests,  it  becomes  a  uniting  tie  among  all  those  to  whom  those  objects  are 
dear,  then  may  God  bestow  his  blessing  upon  it,  that  it  may  prosper ;  but  if  it  doa 
none  of  these  things,  it  is  useless,  it  is  not  wanted :  let  it  perish.'  The  objects 
sought  are  noble,  and  it  will  be  a  happy  day  for  the  varioud  churches  when  they  can 
be  reached :  when  sanctified  scholarship  shall  have  lost  all  sectarian  bias ;  and  whea 
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ministers  of  the  Qospel  shall  seek  their  mental  nutriment  in  biblical  sciencOi  and  be 
active  in  its  advancement.  At  present,  however,  a  Review,  if  it  maintain  its  scientific 
character,  must  address  itself  to  a  select  circle  even  of  clerical  readers,  and  can 
rarely  have  a  large  and  compensating  circulation.  A  better  period  is  commencing, 
and  erudition  is  rising  above  denominational  influence,  and  assuming  a  true  Catho- 
licism both  in  commentaries  and  in  the  higher  forms  of  periodical  literature.  Still  it 
must  be  admitted,  that  while  a  religions  journal,  in  order  to  succeed,  must  have  its 
party  to  appeal  to  and  fall  back  upon  for  support,  Dr.  Kitto  failed,  for  other  reasons. 
to  realize  his  own  purpose.  In  his  delicacy  towards  his  allies,  no  small  amount  of 
inferior  matter  was  introduced  by  him,  and  contributions  were  subjected  to  no  rigid 
scrutiny,  either  as  to  sentiment  or  erudition.  What  may  be  a  very  instructive  paper 
for  a  popular  magazine,  may  be  wholly  out  of  place  in  a  journal  of  biblical  science. 
It  should  be  explained,  however,  that  Dr.  Kitto  felt  fettered  in  rejecting  or  altering 
articles,  from  being  almost  solely  dependent  on  the  voluntary  assistance  of  his  friends, 
the  profits  of  the  publication  not  admitting  of  the  usual  honorarium.  In  his  letters 
to  Mr.  Blackader,  publisher  of  the  second  series  of  the  Journal,  and  one  who,  from 
his  literary  and  biblical  tastes  and  acquirements,  ably  seconded  the  exertions  of  the 
editor,  he  alludes  now  and  again  to  his  being  so  hampered  by  the  want  of  funds, 
that  only  a  very  few  of  his  contributors  received  any  pecuniary  recognition.  His 
hope  was,  that  his  '  friends  would  aid  him  for  the  sake  of  the  good  cause  till  better 
times  came  round.  This  has  been  the  answer  of  some  who  have  stood  by  the  in  all 
my  struggles,  but  it  is  not  to  be  expected  from  all.'  His  heart,  however,  was  set 
upon  his  Journal,  and  he  laboured  anxiously  for  it.  His  notes  to  the  publisher  shew 
his  continuous  anxiety  about  all  points  connected  with  it — advertisements  as  well  as 
papers,  postages  as  well  as  contributions.  He  strove  to  offend  nobody  in  any  way, 
and  was  sadly  perplexed  on  falling  into  a  dilemma,  either  when  some  one  complained 
of  dehiy  in  the  insertion  of  an  article,  or  a  book  was  sent  him  with  a  request  or 
virtual  stipulation  that  the  critique  might  be  favourable,  or  two  of  his  friends  hap- 
pened to  forward  a  contribution  on  the  same  subj,ect,  or  wished  to  review  the  same 
volume.  There  seemed  to  be  a  nervousness  in  all  this  business,  quite  unlike  his 
usual  firmness  and  composure.  But  the  Journal,  neither  in  its  first  nor  second  series, 
came  up  to  his  own  idea ;  and,  though  it  improved  in  several  aspects,  it  never  took 
that  high  place  which  his  name  and  fame  were  expected  to  give  it.  The  first  num- 
ber appeared  on  the  first  of  January,  1848 ;  and,  after  anxiously  watching  over  it 
for  several  years,  till  eleven  volumes  had  been  printed,  he  was  obliged  to  give  it  up. 
But  he  made  some  stipulations  as  to  its  future  character.  Though  sorrowing  to  take 
leave  of  it,  he  wished  it  still  to  retain  its  original  impress,  and  thus  wrote : — '  I  have 
secured  effectual  guarantees  that  it  shall  be  always  conducted  on  the  essential  prin- 
ciples on  which  it  was  founded*^that  it  shall  retain  its  comprehensive  and  catholic 
character — that  it  shall  be  orthodox — and  that  it  shall  not  be  sectarian.'  It  did  not 
at  first  <  pay  print  and  paper.'  '  I  hope  the  best,'  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Tracy. ...  *  I 
have  little  misgivings, — less  now,  indeed,  than  ever ;'  but  this  was  in  November, 
1847.  *  The  Journal  is  getting  up  nearly  to  one  thousand  copies,'  writes  he  to  the 
same  firiend  in  March,  1848.  What  disappointment  he  must  have  felt  I  His  plan 
had  not  succeeded ;  hJs  anticipations  were  blasted.  He  should  have  begun  with  a 
large  reserve  fund,  which  might  have  been  easily  raised  for  the  purpose,  and  not 
involved  his  own  means  and  the  bread  of  his  family  in  the  undertaking.  Other  and 
onerous  duties  pressed  upon  him,  his  health  had  also  given  way,  and  in  1853  he 
reluctantly  handed  over  the  Journal  to  Dr.  Burgess,  its  present  able  and  indefatigable 
editor." 


ReasoTks  for  holding  fast  the  Authorized  English  Version  of  the  Bible. 
By  the  Rev.  Alexander  M*Caul,  D.D.,  Rector  of  St.  Magnus, 
St.  Margaret,  and  St.  Michael,  London  Bridge,  and  Prebendary  of 
St.  Paul's.     London :  Wertheim  and  Macintosh,  1857,  8vo.  pp.  51. 

Bible  Revision  and  Translation.  An  Argument  for  holding  fast  what 
we  have.     By  the  Rev.  John  Gumming,  D.D.,  F.R.S.E.,  Minister 
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of  the  SoottiBh  National  Church,  Grown  Court,  Coyent  Garden. 
London :  Hall,  Virtue  and  Co.     Svo.    pp.  60. 

Thb  titles  of  these  books  are  nearly  the  same,  the  object  proposed  is 
the  same,  and  some  of  the  argaments  identical.  The  latter  pamphlet 
was  published  first,  but  the  snl^ect  was  not  so  discussed  as  to  make  Dr. 
M^Caul's  unnecessary,  or  in  a  manner  which  he  was  likely  to  imitate 
or  approve.  By  this  time,  the  public  is  familiar  with  the  requirements 
of  the  revisionists  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  objections  to  the  cbanges 
proposed  on  the  other.  If  any  of  our  readers  are  not  familiar  with 
these  he  will  find  them  stated ;  the  former  candidly,  the  latter  clearly 
and  forcibly,  by  Dr.  M^Caul.  The  objections  to  the  divisions  into 
chapters  and  verses  are,  we  think,  satisfiictorily  met.  In  reply  to  the 
assertion  that  these  divisions  were  made  haphazard  with  a  view  to  the 
use  of  concordances,  Dr.  M'Caul  shews,  that,  in  general,  the  division 
into  verses  manifests  care,  deep  study  of  the  text,  a  desire  to  mark  the 
author's  sense,  and  a  deliberate  effort  to  present  it  intelligibly  to  the 
reader.  He  gives  also  historic  evidence  to  prove  that  these  divisions 
are  really  of  considerable  antiquity.  The  hebraisms  objected  to  conld 
not  be  removed  without  serious  detriment  to  the  version.  The  alleged 
want  of  uniformity  is  defended  on  philological  grounds,  and  the  words 
said  to  be  obsolete  could  not  be  systematically  changed  without,  on  the 
same  principle,  modernizing  the  whole. 

With  regard  to  the  "  new  translations"  proposed,  they  are  shewn 
to  be  in  general  either  "needless"  or  "uncertain,"  or  decidedly 
"  objectionable."  The  last  reason  which  may  be  urged  for  holding 
fast  the  authorized  version  is,  that  the  advocates  for  revision  propose 
not  only  to  change  our  existing  translations  but  also  the  adoption 
of  some  improved  text  of  the  originals.  We  think  that  all  who 
are  acquainted  with  the  present  state  of  biblical  criticism  will  agree 
with  Dr.  M'Caul  that  Ibis  at  present  presents  an  insuperable  diffi- 
culty. He  does  not  deny  the  desirableness  of  approaching,  as  nearly 
as  may  be  to  perfection,  both  as  to  the  text  and  the  version.  Let 
the  work  of  biblical  criticism  and  the  study  of  the  originals  pro- 
ceed. Let  the  three  societies  now  engaged'  in  the  revision  of  onr 
English  Bible  publish,  independently,  the  results  of  their  lalx>ars. 
The  whole  church,  and  the  people  of  England  will,  as  is  their  un- 
doubted right,  have  the  opportunity  of  judging  deliberately  of  what  is 
proposed  instead  of  their  authorized  and  national  Bible. 

Dr.  Cumming  has  mixed  up  with  his  arguments,  on  this  subject,  so 
much  that  is  extravagant,  has  shown  himself  so  widely  out  oi  bis 
latitude,  that  he  really  has  chiefly  proved  his  own  incompetency.  I* 
was  a  great  mistake  for  one  who  stands  so  high  in  esteem,  with  apart 
of  the  public,  for  other  reasons  than  his  learning,  to  come  forth  in  an 
oracular  tone  with  dicta  on  critical  subjects.  On  the  subject  of  the 
Textus  Receptus,  he  tells  us,  "  We  are  absolutely  sure  that  we  have  the 
ipsissima  verba — the  very  exact  words — that  Matthew,  and  John,  and 
Peter,  and  Paul  wrote  and  left  behind  them  ;"  but^he  does  not  tell  ns 
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where.  He  tells  ns,  there  ftre  about  700  MSS. ;  these  we  can  compare 
one  with  another,  and  m  case  of  anything  interpolated,  or  altered,  or 
omitted  in  on«,  we  have  600  and  upwards  to  bring  against  it.  He 
Tentures  to  say  that  out  of  10,000  of  the  various  readings,  9999  are 
about  letters,  partides,  points,  crosses^  such  as  ha^t^  for  Bavt^,  i.e., 
there  are  only  about  five  out  of  50,000  variations  which  are  not  of  this 
sort  Nay^  he  ventures  to  assert  that  there  are  in  our  hands  the  ele- 
ments of  a  conclusion  that  this  is  God's  book,  uncomipted,  unmuti- 
lated,  uninjured,  as  thorough  and  complete  as  if  an  angel  were  to  come 
down  from  heaven  and  dictate  it,  or  as  if  Gfod  had  tvritten  it  with  stars 
for  letters'  in  the  blue  fomament  above  us.  This  is  throughout  the 
style  in  which  Dr.  Gumming  talks  on  the  subject ;  and  if  the  matter 
were  not  somewhat  too  grave  for  amusement,  we  might  refer  our  readers 
to  this  pamplet  for  a  considerable  amount  of  it.  Dr.  Gumming  has 
decidedly  put  himself  hors  de  combat  in  this  controversy  by  coming 
to  the  front  ranks  in  armour  and  with  weapons  that  he  has  not 
^'proved." 


A  Letter  on  the  Subject  of  Natural  Philosophy  as  apart  of  Clerical  Edu- 
cation. Gontributed  to  the  British  Magazine,  February,  1844,  by 
the  late  John  Frederic  Daniell,  D.G.L.,  For.  Sec.  R.S.,  Pro- 
fessor of  Ghemistry  in  King's  College,  London,  etc.,  etc.  Gorrected 
from  the  Author's  MS.,  and  edited  by  G.  A.  Swainson,  M.A., 
Principal  of  the  Theological  Gollege,  and  Prebendary  of  Chichester, 
Hulsean  Lecturer.    London :  Rivingtons.  1857.   8vo.  pp.  xiii.,  43. 

We  fear  that  the  partiality  of  friendship,  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Swainson, 
has  given  to  this  letter  of  the  late  Professor  Daniell  undue  importance. 
Though  in  perusing  it  we  cannot  but  be  impressed  with  the  earnest 
attitude  of  the  Professor's  mind,  we  cannot  feel  that  either  the  tone 
or  the  philosophy  of  it  are  worthy  of  his  reputation.  It  seems  as 
though  the  author  had  been  vexed,  and  roused  to  "  something  like  in- 
dignation," by  the  follies  of  one  or  two  very  foolish  opponents  of 
natural  science,  and  was  prompted,  in  an  anonymous  contribution  to 
the  British  Magazine,  to  make  charges  of  ignorance  and  prejudice  on 
the  part  of  non-scientific  men,  much  too  widely,  and  in  a  somewhat 
unkindly  tone.  We  quite  agree  with  the  Professor  and  with  Mr. 
Swainson,  that  no  theologian  should  be  ignorant  of  physical  science, 
and  we  do  not  believe  that  many  reading  men  of  the  present  day  are 
80.  But  we  are  convinced  that  there  could  not  be  a  more  dangerous 
error  than  to  make  the  study  of  physical  science  a  considerable  part  of 
the  staple  of  a  university  course  in  clerical  education.  The  subjects 
essentially  connected  with  theology  are  themselves,  both  in  difficulty 
and  in  range,  far  beycmd  the  present  educational  means  of  our  univer- 
sities ;  and  they  are  of  a  kind  which  are  in  themselves  less  attractive 
till  their  difficulties  are  mastered,  than  most  others,  and  require  to  be 
more,   rather  than  less,  encouraged  by  university  stimulus.     What 
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chance  would  most  of  these  difficult  subjects  have  with  those  pursuits 
which  BO  oonunonly  carry  away,  with  enthusiasm,  those  who  enter 
deeply  into  them  ?  especially  if  the  latter  were  to  be  adorned  by 
uniyendty  honours.  We  beueve,  in  het^  that  the  oonyiction  is  in- 
creasingly strong  on  the  part  of  those  who  best  know  what  the  require- 
ments of  our  dergy  are,  that  more  of  what  is  commonly  called 
**  learning/' — a  deeper  acquaintance  with  the  sacred  languages,  and 
with  all  Uiose  subjects  which  class  with  the  moral  sciences,  is  earnestly 
to  be  desired  for  our  rising  clergy.  The  want  of  this  has  fiur  too  much 
obliged  them  to  go  to  foreign  schools  for  almost  all  their  professional 
appUances,  and  left  them,  helplessly,  to  the  mercy  or  the  freaks  of  specu- 
lation. It  is  we  belieye  increasingly  felt,  at  least  in  reference  to  one  of 
our  uniyersities,  that  if  anything  in  the  present  system  is  to  giye  way, 
it  must  be  a  portion  of  the  pretoenoe  wluch  has,  in  fiict,  already  been 
giyen  to  physical  science,  in  high  encouragement  given  to  mathematics 
and  its  applications.  If  Mr.  Swainson,  as  principal  of  a  theological 
college,  is  prepared,  as  Professor  Daniell  suggests,  to  substitute  for 
things  which  are  essential  to  the  clerical  profession,  '*  Sublime  specula- 
tions emanating  from  minds  drilled  in  the  seyere  school  of  applied 
mathematics," — and  which,  we  remark,  require  such  drilling  to  appre- 
ciate them :  he  will,  we  fear,  leave  but  a  small  margin  for  those  Divine 
Oracles  which  make  a  man  wise  unto  salvation.  It  is  not  at  ooll^;e, 
it  is  not  at  a  universilr,  it  is  not  during  the  period  of  education,  that 
the  things  which  Proressor  Daniell  advocates  ought  to  be  seriously 
entered  upon.  They  may,  and  perhaps  ought  in  different  degrees,  to 
be  undertaken  after  a  man  has  been  prq>aredj  hy  a  sound  universiUf 
training,  for  entering  successfully  upon  any  study  which  may  seem 
most  important. 

Educational  Difficulties;  How  are  ikey  to  he  met?  By  Charles 
Greenall  Davies,  M.A.,  Oxon,  Vicar  of  Tewkesbury,  Honorary 
Canon  of  Gloucester,  and  Rural  Dean.  London :  Hatchard.  1857. 
8vo.     pp.  49. 

We  reconmiend  this  pamphlet  to  the  earnest  attention  of  all  who  are, 
or  ought  to  be,  interested  in  the  subject  of  popular  education.  It  is 
one  step  towards  the  removal  of  difficulties  to  know  clearly  and  fully 
what  they  are ;  and  on  this  part  of  the  subject  Mr.  Davies's  statements 
are  clear  and  convincing.  He  sets  out  by  declaring  his  conviction 
that  unless  education  be  religious  as  well  as  secular  it  is  more  likely  to 
result  in  mischief  than  in  real  good.  The  problem  then  is  to  devise  a 
well-organized  system  of  combined  religious  and  secular  instruction, 
adapted  to  the  wants  of  all  sects  and  classes  of  our  labouring  popula- 
tion. As  yet  we  have,  in  fact,  no  such  thing  as  national  education. 
The  machinery  which  Government  has  at  length  devised,  costly  and 
valuable  as  it  is,  has  not  been  brought  to  bear  on  the  masses  of  those 
among  whom  the  need  is  greatest.  This  Mr.  Davies  shews  by  extracts 
from  the  detailed  statement  of  annual  grants  made  to  schools  in  the 
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chief  counties  of  England.  It  thus  appears  that  in  the  case  of  a  vast 
proportion  of  the  rural  population  no  aid  is  given. 

The  first  thing  to  be  done  is  to  ascertain  by  some  such  method  as 
has  been  proposed  in  parliament  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  evil. 
This  being  understood,  there  will  remain  three  difficulties, — ^the  finan- 
cial, the  religious  difficulties,  and  that  of  bringing  and  keeping  young 
people  under  instruction. 

It  appears  that  the  majority  of  the  English  people,  the  well-off, 
and  the  fiurly-off,  never  contribute  a  sixpence,  except  perhaps  once  a 
year  at  a  collection,  for  this  object.  In  rural  districts,  where  the  need 
IS  most  urgent,  the  squire  may  do  something,  but  the  clergyman  in- 
comparably more ;  the  farmers  so  little,  and  often  so  grudgingly,  that 
it  is  scarcely  worth  collecting.  "  Nor  is  it  far  otherwise  with  the  great- 
majority  of  dwellers  in  towns  and  manufacturing  districts.  They  too 
give  little  encouragement,  pecuniary  or  personally,  to  elementary  edu- 
cation." 

We  agree  with  Mr.  Davies,  in  thinking  that  the  "  religious  diffi- 
culty "  has  been  overrated.  "  It  is  a  difficulty  chiefly  with  those  who 
write  or  legislate  on  the  subject.  In  practice  the  difficulty  is  generaUy 
slight.  It  is  rarely  that  children  are  kept  from  school  on  religious 
grounds,  but  for  widely  different  reasons,  and  in  the  rural  districts  this 
difficulty  scarcely  exists  at  all.  The  third  it  appears  is  a  growing  evil, 
and  one  which  it  is  most  difficult  to  obviate, — ^that  of  retaining  chil- 
dren at  school  beyond  the  age  of  mere  infancy.  "  The  fact  is  certain 
that  there  may  be  schools,  and  good  schools,  and  yet  the  children  do 
not  come,  or  they  remain  so  short  a  time  that  their  receiving  anything 
like  education  is  impossible. 

We  can  only  state,  in  Mr.  Davies's  own  words,  his  syUdbus  of  sug- 
gestions for  meeting  these  difficulties : — 

"  A  compulsory  rate  should  be  established  in  every  parish  in  England ;  and,  in 
order  that  religion — the  hope  and  the  strength  of  life,  and  the  only  source  of 
morality — ^may  be  really  taught  to  the  England  of  the  next  generation,  these  funds 
ought  to  be  distributed  among  schools  attached  to  the  various  denominations  of 
Christians,  either  according  to  their  number,  or  according  to  the  amount  of  means 
raised  by  each. 

''  And  finally,  with  a  view  to  make  these  means  available  towards  the  better 
education  of  those  children  who  are  sent  to  school,  the  factory  act  should  be  ex- 
tended, and  applied  to  every  kind  of  employment ;  and  in  addition  to  certificates  of 
merit,  prizes  should  be  given,  school  fees  should  be  remitted  in  the  cases  of  elder 
children,  and  school  libraries  should  be  established ;  these  expenses  to  be  defrayed 
by  voluntary  contributions.''  ^ 


The  New  Testament  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ  in  the 
original  Qreek :  with  Notes,  by  Christopher  Wordsworth,  D.D., 
Canon  of  Westminster.  Part  It.  The  Acts  of  the  Apostles. 
London :  Rivingtons.     1857.     Small  folio,     pp.  172. 

As  this  edition  of  the  Greek  Testament  involves  principles  both  of 
criticism  and  interpretation  of  the  greatest  importance,  we  intend  to 
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give  it  a  fuU  discnsskm  in  this  Joiomtl  when  it  10  filrther  advanced. 
In  the  meantime  we  apprise  cnir  zeaderB  of  the  appearance  of  the  sepa- 
rate parts,  and  fiiznish  a  geseral  idea  of  their  eonitents.  In  this  por- 
tion, the  Introdnetion  occopiea  forty-eigbt  pages,  oon^nising  a  full 
examination  of  the  place  intended  to  Iw  hdd  by  the  Acts  in  the  his- 
tory and  economy  of  the  Church;  a  ehronologieal  synopis  of  its 
events ;  an  account  of  the  Uncial  MSB.  contaising  the  Acts  of  the 
Apostles ;  a  list  of  editions ;  a  list  of  authors  cited  in  the  work.  Dr. 
Wordswcnrth  has,  in  this  portion,  relinquiAed  the  plan  ad<^ted  in  the 
Gospds,  of  giving  notes  upon  notes  in  the  eommentary,  ai^  we  think 
he  has  studied  clearness  of  style,  and  the  advantage  of  the  reader,  by 
doing  so.  In  the  Introduction,  the  author  of  course  adopts  the  same 
principles  of  exegesis  as  in  the  Gospels,  the  same  high  views  of  in- 
spiration, and  the  same  deference  to  antiquity.  We  are  disposed  to 
think  that  he  finds  more  reasons  for  the  peculiarities  of.  the  Acts  than 
are  sustainable.  Nothing  is  easier  than  to  ascribe  d  priori  motives 
and  ends  to  the  Divine  Mind,  as  accounting  for  the  phenomena  of 
Holy  Scripture;  but  while  it  is  our  duty  to  do  so,  nothing  demands 
more  discretion,  a  more  frequent  checking  of  our  fluioy  and  withhold- 
ing of  our  pen.  For  our  own  part,  .our  ideas  of  the  full  authority  of 
the  Acts^  as  an  inspired  book,  rest  quitp  as  firmly  on  the  suppositi(« 
that  St.  Luke  did  not  fully  carry  oat  bds  original  design,  as  on  the 
theory  that  he  had  special  reaacms  for  leaving  his  work,  as  it  appears 
to  us,  unfinished.  We  will  quote  a  small  portion  of  the  Introduction, 
containing  a  summary  of  many  proofs  and  arguments  : — 

**  The  plan  then  of  this  divine  book  is  to  enlarge  our  view  of  Christ's  ministry;  to 
prevent  us  from  confining  it  to  his  brirf  bodily  gqfoum  on  earth;  to  reveal  to  us 
Christ  sitting  in  heaven,  not  like  one  of  the  deities  of  the  heathen  world,  indifferent 
to  human  affkirs,  nor  controlled  by  a  hial  destiny,  nor  sharing  his  power  with  rival 
deities ;  but  enthroned  King  of  kings  and  Lord  of  k)rds,  and  ever  ruling  all  things 
by  his  word,  for  the  advancement  of  his  Gospel  and  the  establishment  of  his  kingdom, 
till  at  length  he  will  put  all  things  under  his  feet,  and  God  will  be  all  in  all.  Here  is 
a  magnificent  subject,  worthy  the  pen  of  an  inspired  evangelist.  The  Acts  of  the 
Apostles,  as  thus  viewed,  is  a  divine  Epinicinium,  or  Song  of  Victory,  on  the  trium- 
phant exaltation  of  Christ.  It  is  an  evangelical  fulfilment  of  those  holy  Psalms,  the 
45th  and  68th,  '  Thou  art  gone  up  on  high,  thou  hast  led  captivity  captive.'  '  Gird 
thee  with  thy  sword  upon  thy  thigh,  0  thou  most  mighty.'  '  Ride  on,  because  of  the 
word  of  truth,  of  meekness,  and  righteousness.    Thy  seat,  0  God,  endureth  for  ever.' 

**  And  in  regard  to  Christ's  tender  love  for  the  Church,  his  Bride,  it  may  be  called 
a  sacred  Epithalamium,  in  which  is  celebrated  his  tenderness  for  her,  whom  he  has 
'  purchased  with  his  own  blood,'  and  has  delivered  from  heathen  bondage,  and  has 
brought  near  to  himself,  and  advanced  to  his  own  right  hand,  and  made  her  partner 
of  his  glory.  Here,  in  this  divine  book,  which  describes  the  espousals  of  the  Gentile 
Church  to  Christ,  we  may  behold  the  prophetical  picture  displayed  to  the  eye  of  the 
world  in  the  fulness  of  historical  truth :  *  Upon  thy  right  hand  &d  stand  the  queen  in 
a  vesture  of  gold  wrought  about  with  divers  colours.  Hearken,  0  daughter,  and  con- 
sider; incline  thine  ear:  forget  also  thine  own  people  and  thy  father's  house.  So 
shall  the  king  have  pleasure  in  thy  beauty,  for  he  is  thy  Lord  God,  and  worship  thou 
him.'  Hence  we  may  derive  the  assurance  that  *  no  yreapon  formed  against  ha  shall 
pros{)er.'  The  powers  of  this  world  may  persecute  and  oppress  her,  the  spirits  of 
darkness  may  be  leagued  against  her,  but  he  who  ascended  into  heaven,  and  rdgna 
in  majesty  on  high,  works  in  her  and  by  her.    He  is  in  the  midst  of  her»  therefore 
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shall  she  not  be  removed  s  he  sliall  help  her,  and  that  right  early*  He  is  her  hope 
and  strength,  a  very  present  help  in  trouble.  Therefore  will  we  not  fear,  though  the 
earth  be  moved,  and  the  hills  be  carried  into  the  midst  of  the  sea;  though  the 
waters  thereof  rage  and  swell,  and  the  mountains  shake  at  the  tempest  of  the  same ; 
the  rivers  of  the  iood  thereof  shall  make  ghid  the  city  of  God.  The  Lord  of  Hosts 
is  with  her ;  the  God  of  Jacob  is  her  refuge." 


The  Song  of  Songs :  translated  from  the  original  Hebrew,  mth  a  com- 
mentary,  historical  and  critical.  By  Christian  D.  Ginsbubg. 
London:  Longmans.     1857.     Svo.     pp.  200. 

We  do  not  think  we  shall  be  charged  with  exaggeration  in  saying  that 
this  is  by  far  the  most  learned  and  complete  work  on  the  Canticles 
which  has  yet  appeared  in  our  own  country.  It  may  be  divided  into 
two  parts :  the  history  of  i&e  literattire  of  the  Song  of  Solomon,  which 
is  very  copiously  given ;  and  the  exe^gesis  of  it,  including  the  transla- 
tion and  notes,  and  the  theory  of  the  author  as  to  the  design  of  this 
pcwrtion  of  Holy  Scripture.  The  latter,  which  is  not  original,  is  stated 
to  be,  the  recording  an  example  of  virtue  in  a  young  woman  who 
encountered  and  conquered  the  greatest  temptations,  and  was  even- 
tually rewarded.  This  may  seem  to  be  a  very  inferior  account  of  the 
matter  to  those  who  have  looked  upon  the  Canticles  as  an  inexhaustible 
storehouse  of  materials  for  a  mystical  spiritualizing ;  but  its  literality 
and  simplicity  will  be  strong  recommendations  to  prudent  biblical 
students.  Allegorizing  and  mystifying  the  Word  of  God  has  done 
immense  mischief,  and  brought  sacred  learning  into  contempt  when 
this  side  of  it  only  is  viewed  by  the  observer,  and  we  are  glad  when 
what  is  plain  and  simple  can  be  made,  on  sound  principles,  to  take  the 
place  of  the  fanciful  suggestions  of  men  of  warm  imaginations.  We 
do  not  commit  ourselves  to  an  approval  of  Mr,  Ginsburg's  theory,  but 
think  that  it  has  far  better  grounds  to  rest  upon  than  most  of  those 
which  have  been  propounded. 

The  historical  sketch  of  the  exegesis  of  the  book  occupies  above 
eighty  pages,  nearly  half  of  the  volume,  and  is  very  complete  and 
satisfactory.  It  begins  with  the  traces  of  interpretation  found  in  the 
Septuagint  and  Josephus,  passes  through  the  various  and  curious  opi- 
nions of  the  Jewish  commentators,  and  ends  vnth  the  last  manifestation 
on  the  subject  by  Qmbreit,  just  published.  Umbreit's  view  is  the  same 
as  that  of  our  author,  that  the  poem  is  a  celebration  of  virtuous  love 
over  the  allurements  of  royalty.  The  conclusion  the  author  arrives  at 
after  this  long  review  is  worthy  of  general  attention : — 

"  How  mournful  is  the  thought  which  irresistibly  forces  itself  xxpon  the  mind,  in 
reviewing  this  imperfect  sketch  of  what  has  befallen  this  poem !  This  book,  we  have 
seen,  is  made  to  describe  the  most  contradictory  things.  It  contains  the  wanderings 
of  the  Jews,  how  they  will  ultimately  *  fill  their  stomachs  with  the  flesh  of  the 
Leviathan  and  the  best  of  wines  preserved  in  grapes/  and  is  the  sanctum  sanctorum 
of  all  Christian  mysteries.  It  is  denounced  as  a  love  song,  and  extolled  as  declaring 
the  incarnation  of  Christ ;  it  speaks  of  the  meridian  church  in  Africa,  and  of  the 
betrayal  of  the  Saviour ;  H  eontams  a  treatise  on  the  doctrine  of  free  grace  against 
Peli^anism,  and  an  Aristotelian  disquiution  upon  the  fanctioDS  of  the  active  and  pas- 
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sive  mind ;  it  is  an  apocalyptic  vision,  a  duplicate  of  the  Revelations  of  St.  John,  and 
records  the  scholastic  mysticisms  of  the  middle  ages ;  it  denounces  Aiianism,  and 
descrihes  the  glories  of  the  Virgin  Mary ;  it  *  treats  of  man's  reconciliation  unto  God 
and  peace  by  Jesus  Christ,  with  joy  in  the  Holy  Ghost,'  and  teaches  lewdness,  and 
corrupts  the  morals ;  it  records  the  conversation  of  Solomon  and  Wisdom,  and  describes 
the  tomb  of  Christ  in  Egyptian  hieroglyphics ;  it  celebrates  the  nuptials  of  Solomon, 
and  gives  us  a  compendium  of  ecclesiastical  history  to  the  second  advent  of  Christ ; 
it  records  the  restoration  of  a  Jewish  constitution  by  Zerubbabel,  Ezra,  and  Nehemiah, 
and  the  mysteries  of  marriage;  it  advocates  monogamy,  and  encourages  polygamy ;  it 
assists  devotion,  and  excites  carnal  passions.  What  a  solemn  lesson  we  have  here,  never 
to  depart  from  the  simple  meaning  of  the  word  of  God !" 

We  must  find  room  for  a  specimen  of  the  arrangement  and  trans- 
lation given  by  Mr.  Guisburg  : — 

"  Section  II. 
"  Chapter  ii.  8— iii.  5. 

''  Here  we  have  a  second  scene,  which  is  also  in  the  royal  tent.  The  speakers  are 
the  Shulamite  and  the  court  ladies.  The  Shulamite,  to  account  for  the  severity  of  her 
brothers,  mentioned  in  ii.  6,  relates  that  her  beloved  shepherd  came  one  charming 
morning  in  the  spring  to  invite  her  to  the  fields  (8 — 14)  ;  that  her  brothers,  in  order 
to  prevent  her  from  going,  gave  her  employment  in  the  gardens  (15) ;  that  she  con- 
soled herself  with  the  assurance  that  her  beloved,  though  separated  from  her  at  that 
time,  would  come  again  in  the  evening  (16, 17) ;  that  seeing  he  did  not  come,  she, 
under  difficult  circumstances,  ventured  to  seek  him,  and  found  him  (iii.  1 — 4).  Hav- 
ing narrated  these  events,  and  reiterated  her  ardent  affection  for  her  beloved,  she 
concludes  as  before,  by  ac^uring  the  court  kidies  not  to  persuade  her  to  change  her 
love. 

<'Thb  Shulamite. 
"  8.  Hark !  my  beloved ! 
Lo,  he  came 

Leaping  over  the  mountains, 
Boundmg  over  the  hills. 
*^  9.  My  beloved  was  like  a  gazelle. 
Or  the  young  one  of  a  hind. 
Lo  1  there  he  stood  behind  our  wall. 
He  looked  through  the  window. 
He  glanced  through  the  lattice. 
'*  10.  My  beloved  spake,  he  spake  to  me, 

'  Arise,  my  fair  one,  and  come ! 
'^  11.  For  lo,  the  winter  is  past. 
The  rain  is  over,  is  gone. 
"  12.  The  flowers  appear  upon  the  fields, 
The  time  of  singing  is  come. 
The  cooing  of  the  turtle-dove  is  heard  in  our  land. 
"  13.  The  fig-tree  sweetens  her  green  figs. 
The  vines  blossom. 
They  diffhse  fragrance ; 
Arise,  my  love,  my  fair  one,  and  come  I 
**  14.  My  dove  in  the  clefts  of  the  rock. 
In  the  hiding-place  of  the  cliff. 
Let  me  see  thy  countenance. 
Let  me  hear  thy  voice. 
For  sweet  is  thy  voice. 
And  thy  countenance  lovely.' 

''The  Brothers  of  the  SHUiiAMiTS. 
"  15.  Catch  us  the  foxes,  the  little  foxes 
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Which  destroy  the  inneyards, 
For  our  vineyards  are  in  bloom. 

''  The  Shulamite. 
'*  16.  My  beloved  is  mine,  and  I  am  bis, 

His  who  feeds  his  flock  among  the  lilies. 
"  17.  When  the  day  cools, 

And  the  shadows  flee  away, 

Return,  haste,  O  my  beloved. 

Like  the  gazelle,  or  the  young  one  of  the  hind. 

Over  the  mountains  of  separation.'' 
*'  Chap,  ill  1.  When  on  my  nightly  couch 

I  still  sought  hmi  whom  my  soul  loveth ; 

I  sought  him,  but  found  him  not. 
"  2.  I  must  arise  now  and  go  about  the  city. 

In  the  streets  and  in  the  squares ; 

I  must  seek  him  whom  my  sdul  loveth : 

I  sought  him,  but  I  found  him  not. 
'*  3.  The  watchmen  who  patrol  the  dty  found  me : 

*  Have  you  seen  him  whom  my  soul  loveth  ?' 
"  4.  Scarcely  had  I  passed  them, 

Whea.  I  found  him  whom  my  soul  loveth ; 

I  seized  him  and  would  not  let  him  go 

Till  I  brought  him  to  the  house  of  my  mother, 

Into  the  apartment  of  her  who  gave  me  birth. 
*'  5.  I  a4iure  you,  O  ye  daughters  of  Jerusalem, 

By  the  gazelles  or  the  hinds  of  the  field. 

Neither  to  excite  nor  to  incite  my  affection 

Till  it  wishes  another  love.'' 


Facts,  Statements,  and  Explanations,  connected  with  the  publication  of 
the  Second  Volume  of  the  Tenth  Edition  of  Homers  Introduction 
to  the  Study  of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  entitled  "  The  Text  of  the  Old 
Testament  considered,^*  etc,,  etc.  By  Samuel  Davidson,  D.D. 
London:  Longmans.     1857.     8vo.     pp.  124. 

We  have  already  expressed  onr  opinion  on  the  whole  subject  of  Dr. 
Davidson  and  Home's  Introduction.  Dr.  Davidson  quotes,  in  his 
pamphlet,  a  sentence  from  this  journal  in  January  last,  the  meaning  of 
which  cannot  be  mistaken. — "  The  way  in  which  the  i^ecore?  has  treated 
Dr.  Davidson,  and  is  treating  all  who  cannot  indorse  its  ignorant  and 
bigoted  views,  is  barbarous  ; — not  only  unworthy  of  a  Christian,  but 
disgraceful  to  a  free  country."  To  this  opinion  we  adhere ;  indeed  it 
has  been  confirmed  by  much  that  has  passed  since  the  sentence  was 
written,  both  among  Churchmen  and  Nonconformists.  We  will  yield 
to  none  in  a  sincere  desire  to  maintain  genuine  orthodoxy,  but  we  are 
not  disposed  to  include,  under  that  name,  the  extreme  and  imwarranted 
demands  of  a  modem  theology.  There  are  two  latitudinarian  sides  to 
be  avoided — ^that  of  neology,  and  that  of  ignorant  assumption  under 
the  guise  of  a  zeal  for  the  truth  of  the  Holy  Scripture.  We  cannot 
say  that  Dr.  Davidson  has  quite  avoided  the  former,  but  we  feel  quite 
sure  that  the  positions  he  has  taken  up  are  far  less  dangerous  than 
those  of  his  antagonists.     It  used  to  be  the  boast  of  Dissent  that  it 
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knew  how  to  oombine  a  Ukntoi^  belief  in  inepirmtioii  vHLth  a  free  and 
liberal  exegesis ;  bat  it  seems  £at  now  times  and  opinions  are  altered, 
and  a  scholar  must  prononnoe  a  certain  shibboleth  or  be  treated  as 
only  one  degree  better  than  an  infideL  It  is  the  glory  of  the  Church 
of  England  that  she  admits  and  defends  a  thonghtfnl  and  deductive 
interpretation ;  but  it  most  be  confessed  that  the  nnmber  of  those 
within  her  pale  who  prefer  diirlmAttft  to  light  in  all  matters  of  Biblical 
research  is  mnch  increasmg. 

We  think  Dr.  Davidson  has  established  dearly  these  two  points. 
Firstj  that  he  acted  openly  and  honourably  in  his  transactions  with 
Messrs.  Longman,  Dr.  TregelleSy  and  Mr.  Hartwell  Home,  in  his  con- 
nexion with  the  ^  Introduction.''  Secondly  that  while  some  of  his 
opinions  are  in  advance  of  the  average  of  Biblical  scholarship,  they 
are  not  a  whit,  on  the  whole,  more  objectionable  than  those  which  are 
pat  forth  by  Mr.  Home  himself  and  by  many  divines  of  repute  and 
orthodoxy  m  the  Church  of  England  and  among  Nonconformists.  The 
whole  pamphlet  will  repay  periual,  especially  the  Catena  on  Inspiration 
which  b  given  in  it.  Some  remarks  at  the  dose  we  are  glad  to  trans- 
fer to  our  pages,  but  in  doing  so  we  must  express  our  conviction  that 
had  not  Dr.  Davidson  aroused  warm  feelings  in  others  by  the  frequent 
severity  and  injustice  of  his  own  criticisms,  he  would  probably  have 
been  less  harshly  used  in  the  matter  to  which  this  pamphlet  refers. 

**  Trae  piety  will  sit  at  the  feet  of  sacred  science,  content  to  learn,  if  it  would 
know  anything  on  certain  tabjects ;  and  he  is  bat  a  mischief-maker  who  wonld  at- 
tempt  to  pour  bile  into  its  simple  heait,  for  the  purpose  of  overawing  the  critical 
student.  Religion  has  muek  to  fear  from  appeals  to  popular  ignorance,  that  dis- 
grace  all  the  upright  and  the  manly  iaits  nature.  How  eager  are  some  to  fasten  the 
odmm  thtoiogicum  upon  any  one  who  does  not  agree  with  every  little  point  of  their 
own  creed  1  How  readily  do  they  listen  to  suspicions  of  their  brethren's  departure 
fifom  a  yague  standard  of  so-called  orthodoxy  I  How  zealously  do  they  circulate 
reports  about  others  which  they  may  not  know  to  be  true  I  How  fitlle  jealousy  do 
they  feel  for  the  reputation  of  Christians  who  strive  to  exert  an  inflaeaoe  for  good 
upon  the  cultivated  mind  of  the  age  I  How  prone  are  they  to  pronounce  authorita- 
tively on  subjects  they  have  not  studied  1  Of  all  this  I  have  had  ample  experience 
since  the  issue  of  my  book.  If  any  of  my  works  was  a  labour  of  laHh  and  love,  it 
was  this ;  for  I  felt  all  along  that  I  was  dealing  with  God's  truth,  and  trying  to  un- 
derstand its  bearings.  Thinking  that  I  was  not  nnprofitably  engaged,  I  earnestly 
sought  to  explain  the  old  Hebrew  books  in  the  best  way,  and  with  £be  best  intentions^ 
as  far  as  my  one  talent  allowed.  As  soon,  however,  as  the  volume  issued  from  the 
press,  it  was  greeted  with  the  old  cry  o(  the  truth  is  in  danger.  MisrepresentatioD, 
felaehood,  cakanny,  were  all  employed  against  it ;  and  that,  too,  by  men  who  wrote 
under  the  guise  of  holy  feeling  and  seal  for  the  feith.  The  worik  was  condemned 
even  before  it  was  read.  Is  this  the  method  of  commending  divine  revelation  to  the 
acceptance  of  the  world  ?  I  believe  not.  There  is  a  charity  which  thinketh  no  evil, 
and  yet  rejoiceth  in  the  truth.  Stieh  charity  I  pray  that  I  may  ever  have.  Be  it 
mine  to  avoid  the  noise  and  strife  of  theological  contention ;  to  be  tender  of  the 
Christian  reputation  of  others ;  to  live  and  epeaJk  the  truth  rather  tiian  to  cry  heresy ; 
to  write  nothing  anonymously,  but  to  be  open,  fair,  honest,  transparent.  The  pro- 
fe8ged  defenders  of  the  Bible  need  not  have  recourse  to  unholy  and  carnal  weapons, 
nor  pander  to  the  passions  of  the  populace.  They  have  no  real  cause  for  bowing 
to  the  shrine  of  current  opinion  because  it  is  supposed  to  be  safe.  It  is  an  ignoble 
thing  for  them  to  covet  popularity  by  bunting  down  what  the  many  are  supposed  to 
dislike.    Not  for  my  own  sake,  but  for  that  of  the  true  Church  of  Christ,  do  I 
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lament  the  growliig  siupicion  of  any  pnblication  oonnected  with  the  Bible  which 
deviates  in  the  least  from  a  stereotyped  phraseology ;  and  the  unreasoning  clamonr 
indulged  in  by  the  ignorant  against  right-hearted  divines.  Oh  !  when  will  Chris- 
tian men  learn  to  eschew  the  language  of  intolerance,  and  to  avoid  vituperation  ? 
When  will  they  learn  that  the  noise  of  bigotry,  the  cry  of  heresy-hunting,  the  as- 
sumption of  infallibility,  the  arrogance  of  a  shallow  knowledge,  are  no  parts  of  the 
divine  armour  which  the  humble  Christian  receives  from  heaven  *,  but  tiiat  the  wis- 
dom which  cometh  from  above  is  pure,  peaceful,  gentle  ?" 


Gframmatik  des  Neutestamendichen  Sprachgebrauche.  Im  Anschlusse 
an  Ph.  Buttmarms  Griechische  Orammatik.  Bearbeitet  von  Alex. 
BuTTMANN.  Erste  Abtheilung,  Formenlehre.  Berlin.  1857.  8vo. 
pp.  68,  ("  Grammar  of  the  New  Testament  Idiom.  As  an  Ap- 
pendix to  Ph.  Buttmann's  Greek  Grammar.  By  Alex.  Buttmann. 
Fart  I.  Grammatical  Forms.") 

Fbom  the  fundamental  way  in  which  the  first  and  elementary  portion 
of  this  work  is  accomplished,  we  may  hope  well  to  Biblical  exegesis 
from  its  completion.  We  hope  the  work  wiU  be  translated  into  Eng- 
lish, as  there  is  nothing  in  sacred  literature  which  requires  so  much 
attention  as  the  peculiarities  of  the  Grammar  and  diction  of  the  writers 
of  the  New  Testament. 


Joannes  Bischof  von  Epkesos,  der  erste  Syrisehe  Kirchenhistoriker. 
Einleitende  Studien  von  J.  P.  N.  Land.  Mit  einer  Tafel.  Ley- 
den  :  E.  J,  Brill.  1856.  8vo.  pp.  xii.,  200.  ("  John,  Bishop  of 
Ephesus,  the  first  Syriac  Church-historian.  An  introductory  Study 
by  J.  P.  N.  Land.    With  a  map.") 

Remains  of  this  writer,  in  Syriac,  as  existing  in  the  British  Museum, 
have  already  been  printed  at  the  Oxford  University  Press,  under  the 
editorship  of  Mr,  Cureton,  and  have  been  before  brought  under  the 
notice  of  our  readers.  The  present  writer  gives  much  research  to 
ascertain  the  particulars  respecting  John  of  Ephesus,  which  have  not 
been  very  satisfactory.  This  little  work  will  be  of  use  to  the  students 
of  Syriac,  but  especially  to  those  who  investigate  recondite  points  in 
Church  history. 

Letters  of  John  CcUvin.    Compiled  £rom  the  original  Manuscripts,  and 
edited,  with  historical  Notes,  by  Dr.  Jules  Bonnet.    Vol.  II. 
Translated  from  the  original  Latin  and  French.     Edinburgh :  Con- 
stable and  Co.     1857.     8vo.    pp.  450. 
This  portion  of  the  Letters  of  Calvin  extends  from  1545  to  1553. 
The  documents  here  given  are  of  increasing  interest,  referring  as  they 
do  to  Calvin's  active  life  at  Geneva,  and  his  influence  with  foreign 
courts.     Some  important  particulars  are  furnished  respecting  the  burn- 
ing of  Servetus. 
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1.  A  Catalogue  of  Theology  in  Foreign  Languages,  amongst  which  mil 

be  found  the  Sacred  Writings;  Bible  Plates  ;  Bibliography;  Canon 
Law  and  Church  Discipline  ;  Councils,  Synods,  and  Confessions  of 
Faith ;  Fathers ;  Doctors  of  the  Church  and  Schoolmen  ;  Eccle- 
siastical Writers,  Historians,  and  Scotists  and  Thomists ;  Monastic 
History,  both  ancient  and  modem,  including  an  extensive  assemblage 
of  books  relating  to  the  Society  of  Jesus, — and  Liturgical  Writings 
of  all  Nations,  illustrative  of  the  Doctrines,  Rites,  and  Ceremonies 
of  each ;  Commentaries  and  Expositions  of  the  Bible,  from  the 
earliest  period  to  the  present  time.  Rich  in  the  uyritings  of  the 
Reformers  and  of  the.  best  Roman  Catholic  Divines,  and  in  the 
productions  of  the  Rationalists,  the  Pietists,  and  "  Old  Lutherans  " 
of  Germany ;  together  with  the  Rabbinical  Commentaries  of  the 
Jewish  Fathers,  and  Hebrew  and  Syriac  Literature  connected  with 
Holy  Writ;  the  whole  so  arranged  and  illustrated  with  original 
Notes,  biographical,  critical,  and  analytical,  as  to  form  a  companion 
to  the  "  Manuel  du  Libraire  **  of  M.  Brunei,  from  which  theology 
is  nearly  excluded,  and  an  important  addition  to  the  bibUographical 
portion  of  Mr.  Homers  "  Introduction,"  supplying  informaUon  on 
many  points  which  the  author* s  plan  excluded  from  the  pages  of  his 
work.     London:  D.  Nutt.     1857.     8vo.     pp.712. 

2.  Catalogue  of  the  Library  of  the  British  and  Foreign  Bible  Society. 

By  George  Bullen,  of  the  British  Museum.  London :  Sold  at 
the  Society's  House,  Blackfnars.     Large  Svo.     pp.  333. 

It  will  be  sufficient  to  give  the  titles  of  these  two  valuable  additions  to 
bibliography.  The  catalogue  of  Mr.  Nutt  is  a  very  important  work, 
and  will  be  of  great  use  to  students  of  sacred  literature. 


Blackader's  English  Bible.     Part  XII.     The  Acts.     London  :  Allan. 
1857.     Small  4to.    pp.  56. 

We  are  glad  that  this  edition  of  the  Scriptures  has  reached  so  near  its 
completion ;  but  the  editor  complains  that  he  is  greatly  discouraged  by 
the  limited  sale  of  the  parts.  If  those  of  our  readers  who  have  not 
seen  the  work  will  purchase  this  part  as  a  specimen  they  will  serve  a 
good  cause,  and,  we  think,  be  pleased  with  the  general  execution. 


The  Commentary  wholly  Biblical.     Part  VIII. 

The  Paragraph  Bible  in  s^arate  Books — Samuel,  Jeremiah  and  La- 
mentations,  and  St.  John.     London  :  Bagsters. 

These  serials  advance  steadily,  and  in  every  respect  the  successive 
parts  are  well  executed.  The  brief  notes,  introductions,  and  maps, 
while  attractive  features  of  the  Paragraph  Bible,  afford  great  aid  in 
the  attempt  to  understand  the  Scriptures. 
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The  Protestant  Theological  and  Ecclesiastical  Enct/clopcedia,  Part  lY, 
Edinburgh  :  T.  and  T.  Clark. 

The  part  before  us  has  some  Highly  interesting  articles,  as  Beza, 
Bucer,  Bullinger,  Bible,  Bible  Societies,  Bible  Text,  Bible  Versions, 

etc.     The  work  gains  more  and  more  of  our  approval  as  we  form  a 
closer  acquaintance  with  it. 


The  Library  of  Biblical  Literature :  a  Repository  of  Information  on 
Geographical,  Historical,  etc.,  Knowledge  in  relation  to  the  Sacred 
Scriptures.    Vol.  V.    London :  Freeman.    1857.    12mo.  pp.  256. 

The  present  volume  of  this  cheap  and  instructive  collection  of  biblical 
tracts  treats  of  Nehemiah  and  his  times  ;  the  Temple  of  Herod ;  the 
Commerce  of  the  Ancients ;  Israel  under  the  judges ;  Ephesus  and 
the  Gospel ;  Jewish  story,  from  Malachi  to  the  Maccabees ;  Saul,  his 
life  and  times ;  the  life  and  times  of  David. 


History  of  Wesleyan  Methodism.  Vol.  I.  Wesley  and  his  Times.  By 
George  Smith,  F.A.S.,  etc.  London :  Longmans.  1857.  8vo. 
pp.  758. 

Mr.  Smith  is  already  favourably  known  to  the  world  of  letters  by  his 
Sacred  Annals,  Harmony  of  the  Divine  Dispensations,  etc.,  etc.  He 
is  a  layman ;  and  thus,  both  by  his  literary  tastes  and  habits,  and  by 
his  freedom  from  certain  class  prepossessions  (we  will  not  call  them 
prejudices),  may  be  presumed  to  have  some  of  the  qualifications  of  an 
historian.  The  history  of  a  section  of  the  visible  Church  does  not 
come  within  the  scope  of  this  Journal,  except  so  far  as  we  may  indi- 
cate its  character  in  general  terms ;  and  we  are  happy  in  being  able  to 
speak  of  this  volume  with  commendation.  In  establishing  a  claim 
upon  general  notice  the  writer  says : — 

"  Wesleyan  Methodism  has  for  a  long  tune  stood  before  the  world  as  a  great  and 
influential  religious  institution.  Its  evangelizing  and  conserving  Christian  agency 
at  home,  and  its  means  of  religious  usefulness  abroad,  have  been  so  great  that  no 
person  can  have  any  tolerable  acquaintance  with  the  moral  and  religious  condition  of 
our  own  country,  or  with  that  of  the  numerous  and  multitudinous  offshoots  from 
the  British  stock,  now  so  widely  scattered  over  the  world,  who  is  ignorant  of  the 
effects  produced  by  the  life  and  labours  of  John  Wesley,  and  of  the  results  which 
have  arisen  from  the  establishment  of  the  Methodist  connexion.  And  as  fact,  not 
theory, — ^practical  effect,  not  speculative  opinion, — mast  always  be  the  substratum 
of  such  knowledge,  the  history  of  Wesleyan  Methodism  is  not  only  a  desideratum 
to  general  readers,  but  espedaUy  so  to  the  statesman.  Christian  philosopher,  philan- 
thropist,  and  indeed  to  every  one  who  desires  to  possess  a  full  knowledge  of  the 
religious  state  and  progress  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  race." 

We  think  Mr.  Smith  overrates  the  benefits  of  Methodism,  but  who 
does  not  think  a  little  too  highly  of  the  sect  or  party  to  which  he 
belongs?  But  this  first  volume  will  be  less  open  to  this  objection, 
probably,  than  those  which  are  to  come  after  it,  for  it  is  occupied  by 
an  interesting  life  of  a  very  extraordinary  man.     No  one  can  become 
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acquainted  with  the  biography  of  Wesley,  without  being  attracted  by 
the  events  of  his  personal  history,  and  filled  with  admiration  at  his 
perseverance  in  the  pursuit  of  an  object  amidst  almost  overwhelming 
difficulties.  Mr.  Smith's  estimate  of  the  character  of  the  founder  of 
Methodism,  while  coloured  by  a  very  natural  affection,  is  yet  truthful 
and  discriminating.  On  the  whole  the  volume  is  one  of  no  ordinary 
interest,  and  the  whole  work  will  be  an  important  contribution  to  the 
materials  of  Church  history. 


The  Comprehensive  History  of  England^  CivH  and  MiUtary^  ReUgious^ 
Intellectual^  and  Social^  from  the  earUest  period  to  the  close  of  the 
Russian  War.  With  numerous  annotations  from  the  writings  of 
recent  distinguished  historians.  Edited  by  the  Rev.  Thos.  Thomson, 
one  of  the  contributors  to  the  "  Pictorial  Historv  of  England," 
author  of  "  A  History  of  Scotland  for  the  use  of  Schools,"  and  of 
the  fifth  volume  of  the  '*  Biographical  Dictionary  of  Eminent 
Scotsmen."  Illustrated  by  above  one  thousand  engravings  on  wood 
and  steel.  Glasgow,  Edinburgh,  and  London:  Blackie  and  Co. 
To  be  completed  in  about  30  parts.     Super-royal  8vo. 

Two  parts  of  this  work  are  in  our  hands,  and  we  have  read  portions 
of  them  with  great  interest.  While  founded  on  the  Pictorial  History 
of  England,  this  has  features  of  its  own  which  give  it  a  strong  daim 
to  public  support. 
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Reyibiom  of  the  English  Bible. 

The  oontroverfly  on  this  subject  still  goes  on,  and,  nnhappily,  with  diminished 
prosjpect  of  any  practical  result  of  a  general  and  comprehensive  character.  The 
motion  of  Dr.  Biber  has  been  rejected  hy  a  large  majority  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Society  for  Promoting  Christian  Knowledge ;  an  event,  perhaps,  not  to  be 
wondered  at,  as  that  Institution  is  scarcely  adapted  for  the  experiment  proposed, 
and  if  the  resolution  was  set  aside  on  that  ground,  the  advocates  of  Biblical 
Revision  need  not  complain ;  but  it  is  to  be  feared  that  too  many  of  the  members 
of  that  Society  are  under  the  influence  of  those  strange  fears  of  touching  our 
Bible,  which  could  only  be  justified  if  that  Bible  consisted  of  the  autographs  of 
prophets  and  apostles.  We  have  reprinted  an  article  on  the  subject  of  Revision 
from  the  Church  Beview,  partly  because  it  contains  some  good  suggestions,  but 
also  to  let  our  readers  see  the  tone  of  the  conservative  party  in  America  on  this 
subject.  The  labours  of  the  American  JBible  Union  have  been  very  injurious  in 
creating  a  prejudice  against  Biblical  Revision,  nor  do  we  wonder  at  this  when 
we  remember  the  extraordinary  character  of  some  of  its  renderings,  and  the 
almost  ludicrous  mixture  of  sects  and  parties  of  which  it  is  composed.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  we  regard  this  paper  from  the  Church  Beview  as  nothing  more 
than  a  good  specimen  of  special  pleading.  The  real  question  is  avoided,  which 
is,  not  the  retranslation  of  the  Bible,  but  such  an  amount  of  revision  as  will 
make  the  English  Scriptures  express  more  truly  and  exactly  the  sense  of  the 
orig^nfUs.  There  are  very  many  passages  which  <dl  Christian  men  agree  are 
incorrectly  rendered,  and  on  which  unanimity  could  easily  be  secured ;  and  we 
think  it  a  most  dangerous  position  which  is  maintained  by  writers  like  the  ona 
we  are  now  speaking  of,  that  no  attempt  is  to  be  made  to  give  a  more  faithful 
rendering  of  tne  Hebrew  and  Greek  Scriptures  until  tibere  is  no  dangler  of 
sectarianism  seeking  its  own  interests  in  the  work.  This  is  simply  deferring  a 
necessary  concession  to  truth  and  literary  honesty  until  the  Greek  Calends. 

Should  these  remarks  meet  the  eye  of  the  emtor  of  the  Church  Beview,  we 
would  call  his  attention  to  the  negUgent  way  in  which  the  paper  is  printed. 
The  Americans  get  all  at  sea  with  their  pointing,  and,  like  some  of  our  own 
writers,  introduce  commas  to  mar  and  not  assist  the  sense.  In  the  copy  we 
printed  from  there  are  neither  spiritus  nor  (xecents  to  the  Greek,  and  the  text  of 
Luke  ii.  14  is  quoted  in  the  following  almost  incredibly  careless  way :  ^*  Ao(a  ey 
w^urrois  Oc«,  km  ert  yvis  tipriyri  ayBpwirou  tvHoKias." 

Tomb  of  our  Saviour, 

20  Langham  Place,  Dec.  10. 

In  your  review  of  the  new  volume  of  Dr.  Robinson's  **  Biblical  Researches" 
on  the  1st  of  last  month,  you  reproved  me  rather  sharply  for  what  I  wrote  to 
the  Times  with  regard  to  his  ignonng  the  labours  of  the  late  Mr.  Catherwood. 

Since  that  time  I  have  lo^ed  more  carefully  into  the  matter,  and  find  it  to 
be  much  worse  than  I  then  suspected ;  but  as  his  object  in  ignoring  Catherwood 
seems  to  be  nrincipally  for  the  sake  of  upsetting  my  theories,  perhaps  you  will 
allow  me  a  uttle  space  to  explain  why  I  do  not  think  he  has  refuted  these  so 
coxnpletely  as  he  supposes. 

To  make  my  remarks  intelligible,  it  may  be  necessary  to  recapitulate  that 

in  1847  I  pubhshed  a  work,  the  principal  argument  of  which  was  based  upon 

the  drawings  of  Messrs.  Catherwood  and  Arundale,  which,  if  they  were  to  be 

depended  upon,  proved  incontestably  that  the  builcUng  now  called  the  Mosque 
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of  Omar  wm  as  certainly  of  the  age  of  Gonatantine  as  Henry  the  Serenth's 
Chapel  is  of  the  age  of  the  monarch  whose  name  it  bears ;  and  I  hroneht  for- 
ward besides  a  mass  of  eridence,  both  historical  and  topogpraphical,  which,  as 
£ur  as  I  coold  then,  or  can  now,  jndge,  proTed  my  whole  case  beyond  all  shadow 
of  donbt. 

This  book  has  been  pooh-poohed,a  sneeied  at,  abused,  and  misrepresented, — 
but  its  arguments  have  never  yet  been  grappled  with ;  and  I  have  been  content 
to  leave  the  Question  alone,  feeling  convmced  that  at  a  fiiture  day  some  one 
woold  arise  able  to  appreciate  the  reasoning,  and  candid  enough  to  admit  the 
truth  when  seen.  In  this  hope  I  have  hitherto  been  disappointed,  and  in  no 
instance  more  so  than  in  the  present. 

As  soon  as  the  work  was  published  I  sent  a  copy  to  Dr.  Robinson,  who,  in 
reply  to  my  letter  which  accompanied  it,  assured  me  he  would  read  it  with 
attention,  and  give  me  a  candid  opinion  on  its  merits.  When  I  saw  him  after- 
wards on  his  way  to  the  East,  he  personally  repeated  these  assurances.  The 
result  is,  that  in  his  new  volume  he  never  once  alludes  to  the  main  argument, 
but  dismisses  the  whole  work  in  less  than  half  a  pa^^  (see  p.  263),  with  a  sneer, 
and  a  flippant  reference  to  two  passages  in  two  authors,  which  he  thinks  suffi- 
cient to  settle  the  whole  question  as  lar  as  I  am  concerned. 

Allow  me,  therefore,  to  explain  what  these  two  passaffes  are.  The  first  is 
from  the  anonymous  pilgrim  who,  from  Bordeaux,  is  said  to  have  visited  the 
Holy  Land  about  the  year  333.  After  descrilnnff  the  palace  of  David  on  Sion, 
he  says :  "  Inde  ut  eas/om  murwn  de  Sione  eundbus  ad  Portam  Neapolitanam, 
ad  partem  dextram  deorsum  in  valle  sunt  parietes  ubi  domus  fuit,  sive  palatium 
Pontii  Pilati.  A  sinistrft  autem  parte  est  Montioulus  Golgotha,  ubi  Dominus 
crucifixus  est.  Ibidem  modo  jussu  Constantini,  Basilica  facta  est,"  etc.  Dr. 
Robinson  translates  this,  omittmg  the  all-important  words  "  foris  murum,"  out- 
side the  wall, — and  assuming  that  the  "  Porta  Neapolitana  can  only  be  the  pre- 
sent Damascus  Gkite,"  he  miULes  the  pilffrim  pass  through  the  mid^e  of  the  city 
from  the  one  place  to  the  other,  in  which  case  he  would  have  the  present 
sepulchre  on  his  left,  and  might  have  the  house  of  Pilate  on  his  right. 

Taking  the  text,  however,  as  it  stands,  the  Pilgrim  could  not  have  turned  to 
the  riffht  when  he  went  out  of  the  Sion  gate  or  passed  round  the  wall  by  the 
Citadel  and  the  Jaffa  orate ;  first  because  there  is  no  route  in  that  direction,  and 
because  then  the  sepulchre  and  the  house  of  Pilate,  wherever  situatedj  must  have 
been  both  on  his  right  hand.  On  the  contrary,  he  must  have  turned  to  his  left, 
as  any  one  would  naturally  do,  and  passing  along  the  brow  of  Sion  he  would 
have  the  house  of  Pilate  "  down  in  the  valley  "  on  his  right,  where  the  traditions 
of  the  Middle  Ages  ^nerally  placed  it.  After  this,  whether  he  went  to  the 
Golden  Gateway  (which  is,  I  believe,  the  one  he  calls  Porta  Neapolitana),  or  to 
the  Damascus  Gate,  as  Dr.  Robinson  insists,  he  would  have  had  Golgotha  on 
his  left,  and  passed  within  a  stone's-throw  of  the  buildings  of  Constantino  if 
they  were  where  I  have  placed  them ;  and  I  defy  Dr.  Robinson  or  any  one  else 
to  translate  the  passage  rairly  and  make  sense  of  it,  uidess  he  adopts  literally 
and  entirely  the  views  I  have  promulgated. 

The  other  quotation  from  Eusebius  is  even  more  easUy  disposed  of.  It  is 
simply  this : — after  describing  the  Tomb,  the  Basilica,  the  Court,  and,  lastly,  the 
Propylfloa,  he  says,  fi«^  ts  hf^  a^s  /jJmis  xXardfof  iyopai,  which,  notwithstand- 
ing the  absence  of  any  article,  Dr.  Robinson  translates  by  saying  that  the 
Propylna  ^*  extended  on  the  east  of  the  Basilica  to  the  midst  of  the  street  of  the 
market;"  and  goes  on,  begging  the  question,  to  say,  ^*  which  can  be  referred  to 
nothing  but  the  present  street  of  the  Bazaars.'*    No  published  translation  that 

a  ^^An  Essay  on  ihe  Ancient  Topography  of  Jerusalem,  with  restored  plans  of 
the  Temple,  etc.,  and  Plans,  Sections,  and  Details  of  the  Church  built  by 
Constantine  the  Great  over  the  Holy  Sepulchre,  now  known  as  the  Mosque  of 
Omar,  and  other  Illustrations.  By  James  Fergusson,  F.R.A.S.  London :  Weale. 
Imperial  8vo,  pp.  200."  We  think  Mr.  Fergusson  justly  complains  of  the 
neglect  of  this  most  interesting  volume  by  Dr.  Robinson,  and  we  are  happy  to 
be  able  to  call  the  attention  of  our  readers  to  it. — Ed.  J.  S.  L. 
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I  have  access  to— not  even  the  note  in  Yalesius  to  which  Dr.  Robinson  refers— 
and  no  Greek  scholar  I  have  consulted  bears  out  this  translation.  The  assertion 
in  the  text  is  simply  that  in  front  of  the  Propylea  was  "  a  broad  market-place.'' 
Whether  there  was  or  not  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  of  the  smallest  possible 
Gonseqnence  to  the  argument,  but  the  following  reasons  will  serve  to  shew 
what  we  should  expect  even  in  reasoning  a  priori,  without  referring  to  the 
assertion  of  Eusebius  at  all : — 

1st.  No  Pagan  Basilica  in  Ancient  Borne  was  without  its  forum  or  market- 
place ;  and  as  the  early  Christian  Basilicas  were  literal  copies  in  everv  detail 
and  arrangement  of  their  secular  prototypes,  it  is  extremely  improbable  that 
this  feature  would  be  omitted  in  this  instance. 

2nd.  The  wotd.  forum,  as  we  learn  from  Festus  and  Cicero,  was  derived 
from  '*  foris,"  an  open  space  in  front  of  the  doors  of  tombs. 

3rd.  The  most  perfect  tomb  of  that  age  is  that  which  this  same  Constantino 
erected  for  his  daughter  Constantia  (now  the  Baptistery  of  Sta.  Agnese).  It 
has  a  broad  agora,  or  forum,  in  front  of  it,  which  has  long  been  a  puzzle  to 
antiquaries,  and  the  use  of  which  can  only  be  explained  by  this  custom  and  by 
the  words  of  Eusebius. 

4th.  Every  place  of  pilgrimage  in  the  East  has  such  a  market-place  in  front 
of  its  principal  entrance,  and  so  have  three-fourths  of  the  basilicas  of  modem 
Europe.  Its  existence  in  this  instance,  therefore,  was  almost  a  matter  of  course, 
and  certainly  no  argument  against  my  views  can  be  founded  on  its  presence. 

In  the  same  description  by  Eusebius  another  passage  occurs,  which  Dr. 
Bobinson  passes  by,  though  perfectly  aware  of  its  existence.  It  is  to  this 
effect : — "  Accordingly,  on  the  very  spot  which  witnessed  the  Saviour's  suffer- 
ings, a  New  Jerusalem  was  constructed  over  against  the  one  so  celebrated  of 
old,  which,  since  the  foul  stain  of  guilt  brought  on  it  by  the  murder  of  the 
Lord,  had  experienced  the  last  extremity  of  desolation.  It  was  ojoposite  this 
city  that  the  Emperor  began  to  rear  a  monument  of  Our  Saviour's  victory  over 
death  with  rich  and  lavish  magnificence."  This,  coupled  with  the  expression 
of  Josephus,  that  "  the  city  lay  over  against  the  Temple  like  a  theatre,"  and 
the  known  and  acknowledged  features  of  the  place,  should  alone  be  sufficient 
to  decide  the  case  in  my  favour. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  grand  argument  of  Dr.  Robinson's  book,  and  that  on 
which  his  popularity  and  fame  rest,  is  lus  exhaustive  proof  that  the  present 
Church  of  the  Holy  Sepulchre  is  and  always  was  inside  the  old  City  of  Jeru- 
salem, and  consequently  could  never  be  said  to  be  "  over  against "  or  "  opposite  " 
to  it— words  which  are  strictly  applicable  to  the  Mosque  of  Omar,  standing  as 
it  does  over  against  the  town.  Yet'all  this  the  Doctor  forgets  when  trying  to 
upset  an  opponent,  apparently  imaginiag  that  no  one  will  give  himself  the 
trouble  to  consult  the  authorities,  but  take  his  word  for  it  that  Mr.  Fergusson's 
theories  are  scarcely  worthy  the  slight  allusion  he  condescends  to  bestow  on  them. 

On  some  future  occasion  I  may  enter  more  fully  into  this  subject ;  but  in  the 
mean  time  it  cannot  but  be  considered  eminently  satisfactory  to  me  and  to  my 
*<  followers,"  that  all  that  an  advocate  so  able  and  so  deeply  interested  in  the 
matter  as  Dr.  Robinson  can  urge  aeainst  us,  is  the  quotation  of  two  insignificant 
passages ;  in  one  of  which  he  is  obliged  to  omit  the  context,  and  both  of  which 
he  is  forced  to  mistranslate  to  make  them  even  moderately  agree  with  his  pre- 
conceived views. 

It  is  true  that  this  is  as  much  as  any  one  else  has  been  able  to  bring  agamst 
my  views ;  but  while  this  is  the  case  the  acknowledgment  of  the  truth  cannot 
be  far  off;  and  unless  some  bolder  and  better-informed  man  than  has  yet  ap- 
peared on  the  stage  comes  forward  with  some  more  pertinent  reasoning  on  the 
subject,  I  feel  no  doubt  but  that  in  a  very  short  time  it  will  be  generally  acknow- 
ledged, that  the  building  now.  called  the  Mosqtte  of  Omar  is  the  identical  church 
whwh  Conetantine  the  Great  caused  to  he  erected  over  the  Tomb  of  our  Saviour  at 
Jerusaiem, 

Ja^mes  FEaaTjaeov.—Athenamm. 

The  Moman  Cbta«?w6*.— Whatever  may  be  the  degree  of  credit  due  to  many 
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of  the  legends  which  the  traveller  meets  with  in  Rome,  it  is  snrely  impossihle 
to  enter  these  Catacombs,  where  the  earl^  Christians  were  accustomed  to  as- 
semble for  worship  and  for  concealment  dnnng  life,  and  where  their  bodies  now 
rest  from  labour  and  persecution,  with  any  other  feelings  than  those  of  deep  and 
earnest  interest ;  or  to  pass  lightly  by  the  sepulchres  that  still  contain  the  ashes 
of  martyrs  who  bore  testimony  to  the  truth  of  the  great  principles  of  the 
faith. 

The  etymology  of  the  word  Catacomb  it  is  not  easy  to  discorer ;  whether  it 
is  of  GreeK  or  of  Latin  extraction,  or  whether,  as  has  been  conjectured,  it  is  a 
hybrid  compound  of  both.  Be  that,  howeyer,  as  it  may,  the  word  is  well  esta- 
blished in  popular  speech ;  and  haying  been  originally  applied  to  what  is  now 
specially  known  as  the  catacomb  of  St.  Agnes,  has  long  b«en  used  generally  to 
denote  the  extensiye  system  of  underground  passages  or  galleries  that  underlie 
a  great  portion  of  the  Campagna  di  Roma. 

These  catacombs  may  be  shortly  described  in  the  words  of  Mr.  Northcote. 
They  are — 

Liabyrinths  of  subterranean  galleries  crossing  one  another  in  eyery  direction, 
and  here  and  there  opening  into  chambers  more  or  less  lofty  and  spacious ;  the 
whole  hewn  with  the  most  exact  regularity  out  of  the  liying  rock,  whose  entire 
walls  present  a  series  of  narrow  shelyes,  one  aboye  the  other,  eyidentlj^  exca- 
yated  to.  receiye  the  ashes  of  the  dead ;  and  afterwards  closed  with  fSEMiings  of 
tOe  or  marble,  on  which  were  inscribed  the  names  of  the  persons  buried  within. 

The  combined  length  of  these  underground  passages,  wonderfiQ  as  it  really 
is,  has  from  time  to  time  been  extended  to  utteriy  fabulous  dimensions ;  and 
they  haye  been  represented  as  reaching  under  the  surface  of  the  Campagna 
from  Ostia,  on  the  one  hand,  to  Tiyofi  on  the  other ;  ^*  simply,  as  it  appears, 
because  both  at  Tiyoli  and  at  Ostia  catacombs  have  been  discoyered  similar  to 
those  at  Rome."  But  as  regards  the  catacombs  ancient  accounts,  written  while 
their  history  was  better  known,  and  considerations  drawn  from  the  natural  and 
geological  features  of  the  country,  unite  in  discrediting,  if  they  do  not  actually 
disproye  this  extravagant  supposition.  Still  their  real  extent  is  sufficiently 
wonderful.  To  estimate  it  accurately  is,  mdeed,  all  but  impossible.  Even 
could  the  amount  of  surface  undermined  by  these  cavems  be  accurately  deter- 
mined, the  irregpilar  manner  in  which  the  various  passage  interlace  and  inter- 
sect each  other  would  prevent  any  exact  estimate  of  their  united  length.  Any 
attempt,  then,  to  do  so  must  be  in  great  measure  founded  on  conjecture ;  but  an 
approximate  idea  may  be  formed.  From  ancient  accounts  there  appear  to  be,  on 
different  sides  of  Rome,  about  sixty  catacombs  bordering  the  fifteen  great  con- 
sular roads.  Of  these  scarcely  a  third  part  has  as  yet  been  opened,  and  not  one 
of  them  has  been  thoroughly  examined  or  traced  through  all  its  windings. 
Certain  portions  have,  however,  been  measured  with  care,  and  an  accurate  map 
of  the  catacomb  of  St.  Agnes,  on  the  Via  Nomentana,  was  published  under  the 
direction  of  Father  Marchi.  From  the  data  thus  obtainea,  it  has  been  calcu- 
lated that  the  labyrinth  of  passages  extends  to  the  length  of  900  miles.  The 
whole  number  of  graves  is,  as  may  be  supposed,  still  more  difficult  to  be  ascer- 
tained. Their  number  varies  in  each  street ;  the  heights  of  the  streets  them- 
selves also  differ  considerably,  as  do  also  the  sizes  of  the  graves,  which  are 
frequently  piled  with  much  economy  of  space,  tier  upon  tier,  to  use  a  homely 
simile,  like  the  berths  of  a  ship.  Add  to  this  that  the  streets  themselves  are 
often  interrupted  by  the  occurrence  of  arched  monuments  or  "  aroosotia,"  of 
which  our  canopied  tombs  may,  perhaps,  be  considered  the  modem  representa- 
tives. Taking  into  account,  however,  tihese  various  elements  of  uncertainty, 
it  has  been  calciUated,  generally,  that  these  catacombs  may  contain  7,000,000 
of  graves. 

After  lyinff  hid  from  the  world  in  general  for  many  centuries,  and  known 
only  from  ancient  records,  or  from  tradition,  the  catacombs  were  discovered 
towards  the  close  of  the  sixteenth  century,  by  Antonio  Bosio,  a  Maltese  by 
birth,  an  advocate  by  Mofession,  who  from  youth  had  been  deeply  interested  in 
Christian  antiquities.  He  devoted  his  whole  time  and  energies  to  the  investiga- 
tion.   With  perseverance  which  nothing  but  enthusiasm  could  inspire,  he  con- 
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tinaed  his  researches  amidst  many  difELculties,  and  with  no  inconsiderable 
amount  of  manual  labour.  He  thus  amassed  a  large  store  of  materials  for  his 
mat  work,  the  "  Roma  Sotteranea ;"  which  being  unfinished  at  his  death— he 
died  while  writing  the  last  chapter— -was  afterwards  published  in  Latin  by 
Arinehi,  during  the  years  1651-1659,  in  two  immense  folio  volumes. 

The  questions — hj  whom  were  these  catacombs  originally  formed?  and  for 
what  use  were  they  intended? — were  lone  matters  of  Keen  and  ingenious  dis- 
cussion. Bishop  Burnet  declares  "that  ttiese  burying-places,  that  are  now 
graced  with  the  pompous  title  of  catacombs,  are  no  other  than  the  puticoli  men- 
tioned by  Festus  Pompeius,  where  the  meanest  sort  of  the  Roman  slaves  were 
laid ;  and  so,  without  any  farther  care  about  tiiem,  were  left  to  rot."  But  this 
iLupoetical  and  repulsive  theory  seems  sufficiently  refuted  bv  the  care  used  in 
the  construction  of  the  tombs,  and  the  seneral  character  of  the  inscriptions. 
Bosio  himself,  and  many  other  writers,  have  en^ressed  an  opinion  that  these 
caves  were  originally  sand  pits  or  "  arenaria,''  m>m  which  was  dug  the  earth 
called  pozzolana,  the  basis  of  the  popular  "  Roman  cement."  That  such  under- 
ground quarries  existed  in  the  neighbourhood  is  unquestionable,  but  their 
general  character  does  not  agree  with  that  of  the  catacombs.  In  the  "arenaria" 
the  passa^s  are  from  ten  to  twenty  feet  in  width,  evidently  calculated  for  the 
easy  transit  of  the  carriages  and  beasts  of  burthen  by  which  the  material  was 
brought  to  the  evatace ;  and  the  pits  themselves,  as  well  as  the  passages,  are 
ragged  and  irregular.  In  the  catacombs,  on  the  contrary,  the  passages  seldom 
exceed  three  feet  in  width.  The  galleries  are  straight  and  regular,  the  walls 
are  quite  perpendicular,  and  the  graves  are  regularly  cut,  frequently  in  several 
stories.  These  general  observations  the  author  afterwards  strengthens  and 
explains  by  a  reference  to  the  particular  catacomb  of  St.  Agnes,  where  the 
neighbourhood  of  a  well-ascertained  sand-pit  affords  the  means  of  immediate 
comparison. 

To  these  considerations  it  may  be  added,  that  the  materials  to  be  obtained 
from  the  catacombs — at  least  from  the  greater  proportion  of  them — were  alto- 
gether unsuitable  for  the  purpose  intended.  They  consisted  chiefly  of  the 
'*  tufa  g^anolare,*'  which  had  neither  the  hardness  of  building  stone  nor  the 
peculiar  quality  which  gave  value  to  the  pozzolana.  The  objection  that  excava- 
tions of  such  extent  could  not  have  been  made  by  the  early  Christians  without 
coining  to  the  knowledge  of  their  persecutors,  is  met  by  the  remark,  that  not 
only  were  the  entrances  to  :the  caves  frequently  made  under  the  houses  of 
Christians,  but  that  considerable  difficulty  had,  in  fact,  occurred  in  carrying  on 
these  operations ;  and  it  is  well  known  that  there  was  an  order  of  men  called 
"  Fossores,"  whose  whole  duty  it  was  to  excavate  the  catacombs  and  inter  the 
dead  Christians ;  "  who,  like  Tobias,  hid  the  dead  by  day,  and  buried  them  by 
night." 

The  considerations  which  suggested  the  peculiar  mode  of  burial  are  not 
difficult  to  discover.  In  thus  interring  the  dead  the  early  Christians  only 
followed  the  example  of  their  Lord,  who  was  "laid  in  a  new  tomb,  hewn  out  of 
the  rock;"  distinct  traces  have  also  been  found  of  the  fine  linen  in  which  the 
dead  were  wrapped. 

It  has  been  already  insinuated  that  it  seems  to  have  been  the  wish  of  our 
forefathers  in  the  faith,  to  bury  their  dead,  as  nearly  as  circumstances  permitted, 
after  the  pattern  afforded  them  by  the  burial  of  our  Lord.  He  was  buried,  we 
are  told,  "  in  a  new  sepulchre,  hewn  out  of  the  rock,  wherein  never  yet  had 
any  man  been  laid ;"  and  so  we  find  that  the  early  Christians  never,  according 
to  the  custom  of  modem  days,  returned  to  use  a  second  time  graves  that  had 
once  been  occupied,  but  assigned  to  each  corpse  its  own  senarate  place,  which 
was  never  afterwards  usurped  by  another.  Narrow  horizontal  shelves,  excavated 
in  the  natural  wall  of  subterranean  streets,  each  shelf  sufficiently  deep  to  receive 
a  human  corpse,  having  a  cornice  on  the  outside,  against  which  the  heavy  tile 
or  marble  slab  might  rest  with  which  the  monument  was  to  be  closed ;  such  are 
the  graves  which  we  see  in  the  catacombs ;  and  in  describing  them  we  might 
use  literally  the  words  which  describe  the  sepulchre  of  our  Lord — "  a  new  tomb, 
hewn  out  .of  the  rock,"  in  which  no  corpse  was  ever  laid  but  the  one  for  which 
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it  was  originally  excayated.  Nothing  can  exceed  the  simplicity  of  form  of  these 
glares ;  and,  indeed,  as  might  be  expected,  a  most  careral  economy  of  labour 
characterizes  the  whole  work ;  no  more  soil  haying  been  remoyed  than  was  abso- 
Intely  necessary  for  the  purpose  required.  The  grayes  were  made  wide  at  the 
head  and  narrower  at  the  feet ;  and  if  two  bodies  were  to  be  buried  together  the 
son  was  excayated  only  in  exact  proportion,  the  feet  of  the  one  being  generally 
laid  by  the  head  of  the  other.  £yen  now,  as  we  walk  along  the  narrow  paths, 
and  examine  the  contents  of  the  half  opened  grayes,  we  see  at  once  how  accu- 
rately each  was  made  according  to  the  size  of  uie  body  it  was  intended  to  receiye ; 
here  a  mother  and  chOd,  perhaps,  lie  side  by  side,  yet  neither  in  length  nor  in 
breadth  is  there  a  single  mch  oi  unoccupied  space ;  there  a  skeleton  of  unusual 
height  iust  touches  each  extremity  of  his  graye ;  elsewhere,  in  the  thickness  of 
the  soil  which  had  been  left  as  a  necessary  support  between  two  ^yes,  a  short 
and  shallow  hole  has  been  made,  barely  of  size  sufficient  to  reoeiye  the  bod^  of 
an  infant  just  bom,  baptized,  and  gone.  .  . .  This  is  one  of  the  most  striking 
characteristics  of  these  cemeteries, — that  there  is  no  distinction  of  rich  and  poor, 
but  that  the  same  unomamented  niches  receiyed  all  alike.  Those  who  wished 
to  set  some  mark  upon  the  graye  of  their  friend  or  relatiye,  that  so  it  might  be 
distinguished  from  others  around  it,  either  had  the  name  engrayed  upon  the 
marble  slab,  or  rudely  scratched  with  the  sharp  end  of  the  trowel  in  the  mortar 
by  which  the  slab  was  secured ;  or  a  ring,  coin,  seal,  or  any  other  object  which 
came  to  hand,  was  secured  in  the  same  way,  whilst  yet  the  mortar  was  wet. 
Small  lamps,  also,  of  terra  cotta  were  simiUurly  attached  to  many  of  the  grayes : 
and  to  those  of  the  martyrs  a  little  ampulla,  or  fflass  yessel,  containing  a  portion 
of  the  martyr's  blood.  There  is  abundant  testimony  in  the  records  of  ancient 
Christianity  to  the  zeal  with  which  the  precious  relic  of  a  martyr's  blood  was 
collected  and  treasured  in  early  times,  eyen  at  great  personal  risk;  and  the 
numerous  ampulle  which  are  found  in  the  catacombs  still  retain  the  blood-red 
stain  of  their  former  contents.  If  the  martyrdom  was  by  drowning,  or  in  any 
other  way  which  did  not  inyolye  shedding  of  blood,  or  if  for  any  other  reason  no 
blood  could  be  collected,  a  palm  branch  senred  the  same  purpose  of  a  sign 
whereby  to  designate  the  sacred  spot. 

Thus  much  for  the  Roman  catacombs  as  the  places  of  early  Christian  sepul- 
ture. But  another  use  of  these  subterranean  cayes,  not  less  interesting,  remains 
to  be  noticed.  The  catacombs  became,  in  process  of  time,  the  places  of  worship 
of  the  early  Christians.  The  shelf  of  the  arcosolium  discharged  the  duty  of  an 
altar ;  and  unmistakeable  remains  are  found  of  the  prothesis,  or  credence  table, 
which  has  giyen  so  much  offence  to  our  Westertons,  and  such  trouble  to  our 
Fusts,  and  our  Lushingtons. 

*^  In  the  catacomb  of  San  Ponsiano,  situated  on  the  side  of  the  hill  between 
Porta  Portese  and  the  Porta  San  Pacrazio,"  writes  Mr.  Northcote,  "  is  the  only 
perfect  specimen  still  extant  of  a  primitiye  subterranean  baptistery.  A  small 
stream  of  water  runs  through  this  cemetery,  and  at  this  one  place  the  channel 
has  been  deepened  so  as  to  form  a  kind  of  reseryoir,  in  which  a  certain  quantity  of 
water  is  retained.  We  descend  into  it  by  a  flight  of  steps,  and  the  depth  of 
water  it  contains  yaries  with  the  height  of  the  Tiber.  When  that  riyer  is 
swollen,  so  as  to  block  up  the  exit  by  which  this  stream  usually  en\pties  itself, 
the  waters  are  sometimes  so  dammed  oack  as  to  inundate  the  adjacent  galleries 
of  the  catacombs ;  at  other  times  there  are  not  aboye  three  or  four  feet  of  water. 
At  the  back  of  the  font,  so  to  call  it,  and  springing  out  of  the  water,  is  painted 
a  beautiftil  Latin  cross,  from  whose  sides  leayes  and  flowers  are  budded  forth, 
and  on  the  two  arms  rest  two  candlesticks,  with  the  letters  Alpha  and  Omega 
suspended  by  a  little  chain  below  them." 

At  a  still  later  period  than  that  to  which  we  haye  referred,  they  seryed  as 
temporary  places  of  concealment  in  time  of  trouble  and  persecution,  and  from 
the  hallowed  interest  attaching  to  their  history,  they  oecame  the  cherished 
objects  of  the  deyotions  of  the  faithful.  Then  also,  in  all  probability,  were 
formed  those  perpendicular  shafts,  or  luminaria^  those  breathing  places  or  ^- 
ragli  '*  as  the  Itahan  hath  it," — which,  by  a  peculiar  mode  of  construction,  were 
frequently  made  to  admit  air  and  Ught  into  two  separate  chapels.    Fmally,  after 
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Christianity  became  the  religion  of  Borne  and  its  empenm^,  chniches  were  built 
oyer  the  catacombs  and  the  remains  of  the  early  martyrs,  as  is  the  case  with 
the  Church  of  St.  Sebastian, — '*  San  Sebastiano  aUe  catecombe,^'  as  it  is  named^ 
from  whence  enter  the  catacombs,  which,  from  their  more  easy  access,  are 
known  even  to  ordinary  tourists,  who,  with  laudable  perseverance,  and  with  the 
assistance  of  friendly  guide-books,  "do  Rome  in  a  week,"  although,  as  Mr. 
Northcote  properly  warns  us,  these  cannot  be  taken  as  superseding  the  necessity 
of  a  more  extended  examination. — Soottieh  JEcdenaetuxd  Jourrud. 

ChrisHan  Sepulture,  (From  a  review  of  a  work  on  the  subject  by  TAbb^ 
Cochet). — But  the  most  novel  section  of  the  work  is  consecrated  to  a  description 
of  sepulchral  usages  in  Christian  times.  It  appears  to  have  been  a  practice  in 
this  country,  as  well  as  in  France,  to  place  on  the  breast  of  the  defunct  a 
leaden  cross,  inscribed  with  a  religions  sentence;  but  the  crosses  which  have 
been  brought  to  li^ht  in  Normandy  are  remarkable  for  their  bearing  a  form  of 
absolution.    Here  is  one  of  these  forms,  transcribed  verhadm  et  Uteratim: — 

^*  Dominus  Jhesus  Christus  qui  dixit  discipulis  suis  quodcumque  ligaveritis 
super  terram  erit  li^^atum  et  in  cells  et  quodcumque  solveritis  super  terram  erit 
solutum  et  in  cells  ipse  te  absoluat  Johannes  (or  Johanna?)  ab  omnibus  crimin- 
ibus  tuis  per  ministerium  nostrum  quecumque  cogitatione  loqutione  operatione 
He^legenter  egisti  atque  nexibus  absdutum  perduceredignetur  ad  regna  celorum : 
qui  uiuit  et  regnat  Dens  per  omnia  secula  seculomm.    Amen." 

Several  of  these  crosses,  bearing  analogous  inscriptions,  are  figured  in  this 
volume.  An  account  of  those  discovered  by  M.  Cochet,  in  the  ruined  cemetery 
of  Bouteilles,  was  communicated  by  him  to  the  Society  of  Antiquaries  in  the 
past  session,  and  may  be  seen  in  their  recently  published  volume  of  tne  "  Arch»o- 
logia.  By  iax  the  most  interesting  and  novel  i^ortion  of  this  volume  is,  however, 
devoted  to  the  description  of  remains  of  the  Christian  period,  which  have  hitherto 
escaped  the  notice,  or  have  been  but  inattentively  observed  by  continental 
archsologists.  The  Ritualists,  Durandus  and  Beleth,  in  their  directions  for  the 
burial  of  the  dead,  enjoin  the  deposit  in  the  tomb  of  vessels  of  holy  water,  and 
earthen  pots  contaming  charcoal.  The  latter,  the  charcoal  being  kindled,  served 
the  purpose  of  a  censer,  in  which  perfumes  were  burnt  during  the  obsequies  of 
the  defunct.  Several  of  these  pots  are  engraved,  and  exhibit  a  striking  simi- 
larity of  form.  They  are  rudely  made,  and  appear  not  to  have  been  originally 
desired  for  sepulchral  uses,  but  adapted  to  the  purpose  to  which  they  have  been 
apphed  by  holes  made  in  their  sides.  M.  Cochet  has  proved,  incontestably,  the 
practice  of  thus  depositing  in  Christian  tombs  both  incense  and  holy  water, 
from  the  eleventh  to  the  seventeenth  century,  and  the  manner  in  which  the 
former  was  used  is  most  appropriately  illustrated  by  an  engraving  taken  from  a 
manuscript  of  the  fourteenth  century,  in  which  several  ecclesiastics  are  repre- 
sented performing  the  service  for  the  dead,  while  three  pots,  of  the  character 
described,  are  placed  on  the  ground  between  the  priests  and  the  mourners. 
This  is  a  most  opportune  discovery,  and  a  most  happy  illustration  of  the  use  of 
these  incense  pots ;  and  we  congratulate  the  learned  and  indefatigable  archflBO- 
logist  upon  the  novel  light  which  he  has  thrown  upon  the  subject. — Literary 
Gazette. 

Opening  of  a  Tomb  at  Thebes. 
To  the  Editor  of  '*  The  Literary  Gazette." 

Goomeh  (ThebesV  11th  March,  1867. 
Sir, — In  a  former  letter  descriptive  of  the  opening  ot  a  tomb  in  the  Shekh 
Abd-el-Goorneh,  at  Thebes,  I  followed  point  by  point,  perhaps  somewhat 
tediously,  the  intricacies  of  the  sepulchre,  concluding  by  the  bare  mention  of 
chambers  and  their  contents,  at  the  bottom  of  the  shaft  to  which  the  outer  rock- 
cut  hall  and  winding  tunnel  had  ultimately  led  up.  Here  I  shall  resume  the 
narrative,  and  note  in  some  detail  the  arrangement  of  those  vaults,  in  which  at 
length  were  found,  in  undisturbed  repose,  the  subjects  of  an  ancient,  although 
unfortnnately  not  the  original,  sepulture. 

I  have  before  stated  that  the  shaft  descended  to  a  depth  of  nearly  twenty 
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feet,  and  that  there  its  four  sides  were  pierced  with  doorways  leading  to  chambers. 
Beginning  with  that  to  the  north,  I  shall  designate  it  as  No.  1,  distinguishing 
the  others  as  Nos.  2,  3,  and  4,  in  the  rotation  of  east,  sonth,  and  west. 

No.  1,  being  not  qnite  10  feet  long  and  5  feet  6  in  breadth,  was  little  more 
than  large  enough  to  accommodate  its  contents.  Side  by  side  on  the  floor,  and 
almost  m  contact,  there  were  a  heavy  and  rather  ill-finishdd  mnmmy  case, 
painted  in  white  and  blue,  of  the  nsnal  form,  shaped  like  the  swathed  body,  and 
a  phiin,  nnsmoothed  deal  shell  or  box,  dovetailed  at  the  comers.  On  the  breast 
of  the  former  a  wreath  of  leaves  was  twined,  and  above  the  feet  there  rested  the 
tiny  bodies  of  two  very  yonn^  children,  covered  only  by  a  few  folds  of  simple 
bandages,  the  outer  rolls  of  which  encireled  them  together.  The  latter  also  bore 
a  simDar  but  a  heavier  bnrden,  the  mnmmy  of  a  faU-grown  man  careftdly 
swathed,  the  exterior  cloth  being  painted  to  represent  the  uneaments  of  the  Csce, 
the  hands,  and  the  feet,  with  a  line  of  hiereglyphics  frem  the  neck  down  the 
front  to  the  extremities. 

The  box,  which  was  merely  the  simplest  form  of  a  deal  coffin,  contained  an 
nndecorated  mommy ;  and  the  large  case,  its  neighbour,  enclosed  two,  one  the 
body  of  a  man,  the  other  of  a  yonng  girl,  accompanied  by  two  bracelets  of  bronze 
or  copper,  two  coarse  anklets  of  iron,  and  an  earring  of  something  very  like 
the  same  metal,  whited  or  silvered,  but  which,  however,  I  have  not  ^ret  been 
able  to  examine  minutely.  The  prominent  feature  connected  with  tms  burial 
was  the  slight  degree  of  trouble  that  had  been  exnended  to  prepare  the  mummy- 
case  for  its  later  occupants.  It  had  undoubtedly  been  constructed  for  a  very 
different  tenant — ^for  a  tenant  of  a  much  earUer  time,  and  probably  had  held  the 
remains  of  one  of  the  first  owners  of  this  tomb ;  but  whetner  it  had  been  thus 
procured  on  the  spot  where  it  was  again  employed,  or  not,  the  method  of  ap]^ro- 
priation  had  been  very  summary.  For  the  lid,  which  showed  marks  <^  having 
once  been  violently  wrenched  off,  was  only -laid  loosely  on,  the  fractured  slips  or 
tongues  of  wood  which  had  originally  secured  it  not  having  been  restored  to 
efficiency,  while  they  were  in  some  cases  completely  broken  away.  Nor  could 
this  be  explained  by  assuming,  with  reference  to  the  presence  of  two  bodies,  that 
the  coffin  had  first  been  deposited  with  one,  and  subsequently,  as  a  manifestation 
even  in  death  of  earthly  affection,  opened  to  receive  the  other,  that  of  the  young 
girl,  which  was  uppermost ;  for,  besides  the  evidence  of  rough  usage,  it  was 
plain  that  the  case  was  made  having  regard  to  a  mummy  of  different  Smensions 
from  either  of  those  within  it,  and  intended  to  be  differently  disposed.  Hie  cor- 
roborative analogy  of  other  facts  observed  in  the  tomb  likewise  went  to  prove, 
that  here  was  an  instance  of  appropriation  more  remarkable  than  those  occa- 
sionally met  with,  from  its  improvised  and  certainly  undisguised  character. 

Chamber  No.  2  was  closed  by  a  wooden  door,  and  contained  one  large  coffin, 
of  the  plain,  uninteresting  type,  constructed  with  square  pillars  at  the  comers, 
one  lon^  panel  at  either  side,  and  a  semicireular  top.  In  this  instance  a  hieratic 
inscription  on  the  end  was  a  distinguishing  peculiarity. 

Chamber  No.  3,  beinff  10  feet  4  by  9  feet  7,  afforded  ample  space  for  the  three 
similar  mummy  eases  which  were  stored  in  it. 

In  chamber  No.  4  stood  a  massive  sarcophagus,  of  the  dark  gpranite  of 
Assouan,  quite  unpolished,  and  chiselled  no  more  than  was  necessary  to  bring 
it  into  shape.  Immediately  in  front  of  it,  and  protracUng  into  the  shaft,  lay 
some  of  the  appliances  which  had  doubtless  been  used  to  move  the  cumbrous 
mass,  and  the  presence  of  the  old  workers  was  sing^ularly  recalled  even  here  in 
the  depths  of  tne  grave  by  rollers  and  planks,  which  they  had  left  on  the  spot 
where  their  mechanical  mgenuity  had  employed  them.  The  planks,  too,  were 
another  proof  of  the  reckless  disregard  with  which  the  older  occupuits  of  the 
tomb  had  been  treated,  for  they  were  the  sides  of  broken  mummy  cases,  covered 
with  hieroglyphic  groups  in  the  style  which  I  have  met  with  on  coffins  of  the 
period  of  the  eighteentn,  nineteenth,  and  other  dynasties  of  the  revived  empire. 

Likewise  at  the  doorway  of  this  vault,  but  in  the  shaft  rather  than  within  it, 
lay  a  tall,  cylindrical  jar,  that  might  be  included  among  the  numerous  species  of 
amphorn,  and  which  is  precisely  like  the  two  formerly  described  as  discovered 
in  the  upper  chamber  of  the  tomb.    It  is  inscribed  near  the  neck  with  a  short 
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line  of  hieratio ;  and  it  was  nearly  filled  with  the  fruit  of  the  Dom  palm.  Seyeral 
more  nuts  of  this  tree  were  also  strewed  about,  and  they  were  very  frequent 
accompaniments  of  the  Egyptian  dead.  I  have  several  times  found  them  in 
tombs,  sometimes  along  with  the  common  date,  sycamore  fig,  and  other  fruits. 

At  the  head  of  the  sarcophagus  four  curious  oojects  were  carefully  disposed ; 
a  figure  about  suteen  inches  long,  internally  formed  of  reeds  and  linen,  and 
swathed  in  imitation  of  a  buU,  like  those  from  Memphis,  a  mummied  ibis,  a 
spirited  copy  of  a  small  hawk  on  a  pedestal,  rather  decayed,  but  apparently  con- 
structed of  folds  of  Imen  cloth  eummed  together,  and  an  oblate  ball  of  bitumen, 
from  three  to  four  inches  in  diameter.  The  first  was  evidently  designed  to 
represent,  or  had  reference  to.  Apis,  or  perhaps  rather  to  Mnevis,  whose  worship 
was  celebrated  at  the  neighbouring  Uermonthes  (Ennent).  The  ibis  was  the 
emblem  of  Thoth,  the  hawk  of  Horus — both  of  them  deities  whose  attributes 
were  of  striking  import  to  the  departed  spirit.  And  in  the  ball  of  bitumen  was 
imbedded  a  coiled  snake,  likewise  a  symbol  of  marked  significance  in  connexion 
with  the  future.  In  the  older  tombs  it  is  common  to  find  in  carved  wood  the 
representatiyes  of  Horns,  Athor,  Anubis ;  and,  although  on  the  funeral  tablets 
wbich  accompany  them,  the  effigies  of  other  divinities,  most  frequently  Horus 
and  Thoth,  sometimes  Apis,  as  well  as  many  others,  are  portrayed  in  the  act  of 
receiving  offerings,  a  group  of  four  such  emblems  so  constructed  as  those  we  are 
considermg,  I  have  not  before  known  to  occur,  and  probably,  at  least  so  far  as  I 
am  aware,  has  not  hitherto  been  observed,  or  it  might  be  more  correct  to 
say  noted,  for  the  two  words  are  of  widely  different  meaning,  from  the  vast 
number  of  Egyptian  sepulchres  which  have  been  opened,  and  the  few  or  none 
whose  contents  have  been  minutely  recorded. 

The  inner  end  of  chamber  No.  4  communicated  with  another.  No.  5,  which 
contained  one  more  pillared  mummy  case,  with  a  festoon  of  crumbling  ever- 
greens resting  upon  it.  At  the  farthest  comer  of  this  vault  was  the  entrance  to 
yet  another,  on  a  slightly  lower  level,  and  nearly  filled  with  stone  chips  and 
rubbish,  among  which  were  no  traces  of  sepulchral  remains.  This  was.  the  limit 
of  the  subterranean  gallery,  whose  extreme  length  from  the  end  of  this  chamber, 
through  Nob.  5  and  4,  across  the  shaft,  and  on  to  the  end  of  No.  2,  was  56  feet. 
The  height  of  the  vaults  was  within  two  or  three  inches  of  five  feet,  and  their 
roofs  were  encrusted  with  dependent  crystals  of  salt. 

Such  were  the  deep  recesses  of  the  tomb,  such  the  method  in  which  the  dead 
had  been  left  to  their  rest,  as  ever^  object  probably  remained  in  precisely  the 
position  it  had  occupied  when  the  funeral  rites  were  j^rformed  over  the  last  who 
nad  "  goTte  down  into  this  pit."  For  had  its  gloomy  silence  been  ever  broken  by 
explorers  during  any  of  the  subsequent  centuries  through  whose  long  course 
treasure- searchmg  has  more  or  less  vigorously  flourished,  it  would  not  be  con- 
ceivable that  the  mummy  oases  should  stand  intact,  and  particularly  that  an 
imposing  receptacle  like  the  sarcophagus  so  well  calculated  to  excite  the  ho^s 
of  cupimty,  should  be  permitted  to  retain,  unattempted,  the  mystery  of  its 
interior.  But  the  time  nad  come  when  those  who  had  reposed  so  lon^  were  to 
be  disturbed  in  turn,  although  there  were  no  successors  to  oe  established  as  they 
had  been  in  the  place  of  which  some  of  them  were  to  be  dispossessed.  The 
tunnel  above  and  the  vaults  beneath  were  fully  lighted  up,  the  grim  corridors 
resounded  with  the  song  of  a  selected  band  of  brawny  fellaheen  as  they  pulled 
at  the  hoisting  ropes,  and  the  old  beams,  erected  over  the  shaft,  once  more  bore 
the  unanticipated  weight  of  the  coffins  which  they  had  helped  to  lower  to  a 
home  that  might  almost  have  been  deemed  as  permanent  as  the  duration  of  time 
itself. 

The  size  and  weight  of  the  granite  sarcophagus  would  have  rendered  it  ex- 
tremely difficult  of  removal  from  its  site  had  that  been  desirable  or  necessary, 
but  every  purpose  was  answered  by  subjecting  it  to  examination  where  it  stood. 
The  solid  cover,  freed  from  the  cement  with  which  the  joint  was  seamed,  was 
easily  raised  from  the  bed,  on  which  it  simply  rested  without  any  of  the  con- 
trivances for  fastening  it  down  that  sometimes  are  seen  to  have  formed  part  of 
similar  relics.  And  then  the  subject  of  all  this  care  was  disclosed  surrounded 
by  yet  another  precaution  for  its  security.    Under,  above,  and  around  the 
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mummy,  the  whole  saroophagUB  was  filled  with  bitomen  which  had  been  poured 
in  hot,  forming  a  compact  mass,  adhering  at  all  points  with  such  tenacity  as  to 
require  the  most  patient  labour  for  its  liberation.  During  the  gpreater  portion  of 
this  loDg  and  tedious  work,  Mr.  Wenham,  whose  kind  services  I  have  belbre 
mentioned,  undertook  to  remain  for  me  on  the  spot,  to  watch  and  direct  the  pro- 
gress of  the  operation.  At  leneth  the  object  was  safely  attained,  and  subse- 
?[uently  in  the  upper  air  the  rude  encrustation  of  bitumen  peeled  readily  away 
rom  the  outer  wrappmgs  of  the  mummy. 

At  a  very  early  stage  of  the  process,  the  bright  glitter  of  the  leaf  of  a  golden 
chaplet,  aroused  to  the  wildest  pitch  the  extravagant  speculations  which  the 
fellaheen  always  entertain  with  reeard  to  the  probable  contents  of  tombs  of  con- 
siderable extent.  The  presence  of  treasure  was  whispered  about,  and  as  many 
of  the  people  in  the  neighbouring  villages  had  been  looking  forward  with  great 
interest  and  absurd  anticipations  fw  the  final  result  of  this  particular  excavation, 
a  marvellous  report,  magnifying  as  it  spread,  found  willmg  ears,  and,  in  an 
incredibly  short  time,  pervaded  me  whole  district  for  mUes  on  either  side.  The 
story  is  now  probably  a  fixed  tradition,  and  it  might  be  attempted  in  vain  to 
shake  the  established  belief  that  I  procured  a  profuse  amount  of  gold  and  jewels 
of  dazzling  value. 

And  tms  was  what  gave  origin  and  colour  to  the  fable.  The  head  of  the 
mummy  was  cased  by  a  gilt  mask,  outside  of  which,  around  the  temples,  a 
circlet  reposed.  It  consisted  of  a  ring  of  copper  thickly  gilt,  the  diameter  of 
whose  metal  was  nearly  half  an  inch,  and  twelve  bay  leaves  in  thin  gold  were 
attached  to  it  b^  their  pliant  stalks.  Another  remarkable  and  much  older  orna- 
ment of  this  kmd  is  now  one  of  the  chief  treasures  of  the  Leyden  Museum. 
Instead  of  leaves,  it  bears  a  group  of  basilisks  or  royal  asps ;  and  it  rested  on 
the  brow  of  one  of  the  family  of  the  Nauteffs,  whose  tomb  was  stated,  after  some 
prevarication,  by  the  peasants  who  found  it,  to  have  been  in  the  Drah-aboo- 
neggeh,  the  northern  or  rather  north  eastern  limit,  and  presumptively,  from 
various  circumstances,  one  of  the  oldest  portions  of  the  necropohs  of  Thebes. 
Therefore,  from  the  high  antiquity  of  the  royal  house  of  the  Nauteffii,  the  locality 
finally  assigned  by  the  discoveries,  which,  as  I  have  been  informed,  they  did 
not  point  out  untd  closely  pressed,  has  the  very  necessary  corroboration  of 
probability. 

In  this  manner  the  head  of  the  mummy  was  adorned,  and  the  outer  cloth 
covering  of  the  rest  of  the  body  was  painted  in  colours  desi|paed  in  a  diagonal 
pattern  which  possessed  a  peculiar  interest.  For  it  was  preciseljr  identical  with 
the  decoration  on  the  top  01  the  shrine  which,  as  formerly  mentioned,  stood  in 
the  upper  chamber,  and  so  connected  that  curious  relic  more  especially  with  this 
individual  burial.  It  had,  no  doubt,  been  used  at  the  funeral  procession  and 
obsequies  of  the  important  personage  for  whom  so  cosUy  a  resting  place  as  the 
sarcophagus  had  been  provided,  and  left  in  the  outer  hall  when  the  mummy 
which  it  probably  covered  was  carried  Ifelow  to  the  prepared  abode. 

Beneath  the  doth  which  preserved  the  means  of  associating  the  two,  were 
infinite  plain  folds,  which,  after  a  certain  depth,  were  so  saturated  with  fine 
bitumen  and  puneent  jfums,  as  to  form  one  concrete  and  almost  homogeneous 
mass  with  the  bodv  which  they  encased.  Imbedded  amon^  them,  it  was  dijficult 
to  detect  a  small  thin  plate  of  gold  in  the  shape  of  a  wmged  scarabsBUS,  and 
several  pieces  of  vitreous  composition,  portions  of  emblems  which  had  been 
studded  m  the  bitumen  after  a  well-known  fashion,  better  illustrated  in  the  case 
of  another  mummy  to  which  I  shall  subsequently  allude.  From  the  usual 
position  on  the  left  side,  a  fine  if  not  large  roll  of  hieratic  papyrus  was  recovered, 
without  fortunately  suffering  any  injury.  I  could  not  venture  to  attempt 
ppening  it  here,  as  the  application  of  the  necessary  aids  hjr  ingenious  hands  will 
be  requisite ;  but  one  comer  gives  evidence  of  its  beinff  illustrated  in  colours, 
while  the  figure  disclosed  is  of  a  character,  I  fear,  to  inmcate  that  the  document 
is  simply  of  the  usual  class,  a  copy  of  some  portion  of  the  rituaL 

The  bearer  of  the  scroll  was  a  man  of  mature  years,  with  features  strongly 
marked,  as  far  as  the  cerements  permitted  their  characteristios  to  be  discerned. 
The  skin  of  the  upper  part  of  the  body  had  been  gilt  with  thick  gold  leaf;  and 
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the  armSf  which  were  rolled  separately,  bnt  only  by  a  single  bandage,  were 
bronght  down  by  the  sides,  with  the  hands  resting  under  the  thighs. 

All  the  other  mammies  in  the  pillared  cases  were  laid  in  the  same  attitude, 
and  the  upper  portions  of  several  of  them  were  likewise  gilt.  With  one,  jdso, 
there  was  another  hieratic  papyrus,  but  of  inferior  material,  execution,  and  size. 
Another  was  decorated  with  a  gilt  mask ;  and  another,  being  a  handsome  speci- 
men of  the  style  of  ornamenting  externally  with  small  objects,  in  the  manner 
which  to  some  extent  prerailed  on  all,  I  propose  to  remove  untouched.  In  this 
instance  the  compact  bitumenized  cloth  began  to  occur  beneath  not  more  than 
two  outer  layers  of  the  ordinary  linen,  and  here  on  the  black  ground  the  figures 
were  inlaid.  First,  there  was  a  blue  winged  scarabiBUS  on  the  throat ;  then  a 
small  winged  globe  of  thin  gold ;  lower  still,  on  the  breast,  another  lareer 
agathodffimon,  with  more  distended  wings,  also  in  gold ;  and  beneath,  another 
thin  plate  of  the  same  metal,  representing  Anubis  bending  over  the  deceased. 
Over  the  spot  of  the  ventral  incision,  on  the  left  side,  were  the  four  ^enii  of 
Amenti,  composed  of  what  miglit  be  termed  a  mosaic  of  variegated  pieces  of 
vitreous  composition ;  and  two  crowned  hawks  of  Horus,  of  the  same  material, 
were  imbedded  one  on  each  shoulder. 

The  history  of  the  sepulchre  whose  details  I  have  thus  attempted  to  describe, 
ma^,  with  no  great  difficulty,  be  surmised.  Most  of  the  painted  tombs  in  its 
vicmity  in  the  same  hill  date  from  the  older  dynasties  of  the  revived  empire,  and 
there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  it  also  had  been  excavated  and  used  at  a 
period  quite  as  early.  Indeed  the  tomb  immediately  adjoining,  whose  door  I 
discovered  first  in  the .  same  area,  which  must  to  all  appearance  have  been  cut 
with  equal  reference  to  both,  was  sealed  with  the  cartouch  of  Amunoph  III.,  of 
the  eighteenth  dynasty;  and  in  all  reasonable  probability  this  indicator  of  age 
may^  m  fairly  held  as  of  common  application  to  the  two.  Nor  would  this  con- 
clusion be  otherwise  than  countenanced  by  the  style  of  mummification  and  de- 
coration of  the  rifled  bodies  and  coffins  found  in  the  built-up  chambers  above, 
and  in  vault  No.  1  below. 

Whether  the  original  occupants  were  allowed  to  sleep  on  in  peace  until  the 
time  of  the  last  appropriation,  or  whether  their  right  of  property  had  been  occa- 
sionally infringed  in  the  interval,  or  themselves  and  others  also,  in  turn,  dis- 
placed, according  to  a  not  unusual  practice  for  adding  to  the  priestly  revenues, 
can  only  be  conjectured.  But  twelve  or  perhaps  thirteen  hundred  years  must 
have  elapsed  before  possession  was  so  rudely  taken,  and  the  forcible  and  final 
innovation  accomplished  which  left  the  place  in  the  condition  in  which  I  found 
it.  Then,  probably  a  century  or  so  before  our  era,  a  complete  and  radical  change 
was  effected.  The  older  mummies  were,  as  we  have  seen,  spoiled  and  ejected, 
and  their  home  usurped  amid  circumstances  which  cannot  but  excite  surprise. 
Lapse  of  time,  the  supposition  of  difference  and  dominance  of  race,  will  account 
for  much,  but  still  it  is  remarkable  that  the  last  resting-place,  and  even  the 
corpses  of  predecessors,  should  be  treated  with  such  irreverence  and  disrespect 
by  people  who  were  quite  as  emulous  to  secure  for  their  own  mortal  remains,  by 
the  embalmer's  aid,  a  material  immortality,  and  who  were  to  occupy  the  very 
same  tomb.  It  may  be  questioned  whether  the  sanctity  attached  to  the  body  in 
consequence  of  a  religious  doctrine,  the  growth  of  practice,  or  both,  was  con- 
scientiously attended  to  by  the  custodiers  of  the  dead,  the  priests,  even  while  the 
ancient  faith  flourished  under  native  princes.  But  after  foreign  conquest  intro- 
duced new  psychical  elements  into  the  country,  although  the  old  temples  were 
frequented  and  others  dedicated  to  members  of  the  same  Pantheon,  although 
funeral  customs  and  observances  remained,  in  essentials  at  least,  unaltered,  still 
this  conformity  did  not  necessarily  imply  a  fixed  perpetuation  of  the  ideas  which 
had  been  the  origin  of  these  developments.  Hence  in  some  part  may  be  ex- 
plained the  unceremonious  treatment  experienced  by  the  early  tenants  of  this 
tomb,  when  we  perceive  the  period  at  which  it  was  perpetrated.  The  details 
which  I  have  given  of  the  later  deposit,  the  style  of  mummification,  and  the  other 
accessories  of  burial,  all  point  to  Greek  time,  and  even  towards  the  close  of 
Ptolemaic  rule. 

Although  this  approximate  date  may  therefore  be  assigned,  the  question 
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cannot  be  so  well  dedded  as  to  what,  if  any,  connexion  had  subsisted  between 
the  persons  who  in  this  tomb  were  so  closely  associated  in  death.  There  is  no 
difficulty  in  supposing  the  occupants  of  the  sarcophagus  and  of  the  five  pillaied 
cases  to  have  been  rewted  by  family  ties ;  but  between  the  former  and  the  maa, 
for  instance,  who  had  no  more  handsome  coffin  than  the  plain  box  like  a  work- 
house sheU,  there  appears  a  broad  line  of  separation ;  nor  does  it  seem  that  their 
juxtaposition  can  be  easily  accounted  for,  except  by  some  such  supposition  as 
the  dependence  of  the  one  upon  the  other,  or  upon  some  former  member  of  his 
house.  That  the  chief  of  the  group,  the  granite  sarcophagy,  was  the  last  de- 
posited, I  think  is  highljr  probable.  The  planks  and  rollers,  even  a  chip  of  coarse 
pottery,  holding  the  residue  of  the  cement  which  had  been  used  to  fisisten  down 
the  lid,  all  left  lying  on  the  spot,  would  almost  indicate  that  no  future  prepara- 
tions had  been  made  for  another  body,  otherwise,  as  being  in  the  way,  these 
would  in  all  likelihood  haye  been  remoyed. 

Haying  witnessed  yicissitudes  like  these,  changes  still  more  uncontemplated 
by  the  old  designers  await  this  sepulchre.  For  fmly  three  thousand  years  it 
has  been  dedicated  to  the  departed.  It  will  shortly  be^  a  new  episode  as  a 
dwelling  for  the  liying.  For  the  present  I  haye  prohibited  its  occupation,  with 
a  yiew  to  further  excayations  close  at  hand,  on  a  future  occasion ;  but  I  had  not 
cleared  the  door  of  the  tomb  adjoining  more  than  two  days  when  its  possession 
was  sought,  and  the  simple  operations  commenced  for  conyerting  it  into  a 
habitation.  Eyentually  the  upper  chamber  of  the  other  will  no  doubt  be  turned 
to  similar  account,  and  degraded  generations  shall  be  bom  and  die  content  with 
a  shelter  almost  among  the  bones  of,  it  may  be,  far  distant  ancestors. 

A.  Henbt  Rhoid. 

The  Mwicdl  Ingtruments  of  Scripture. — This  was  the  subject  of  the  third 
lecture  explanatory  of  the  objects  of  the  Scriptural  Museum,  at  St.  Martin's 
Hall,  and  was  dehyered  by  the  Rey.  H.  B.  W.  Ghurton.  The  Bey.  Lecturer 
opened  by  referring  brieny  to  the  musical  instruments  of  the  antediluyian 
period,  or  which  there  were  both  stringed  and  wind.  He  then  described  in 
detail  the  character,  materials,  and  construction  of  the  instmments  in  use 
among  the  Jews  and  other  nations  mentioned  in  Old  Testament  history,  his 
remarks  being  illustrated  by  diagrams  and  models.  They  were  of  three  classes 
— ^wind,  stringed,  and  percussion  (sounded  by  striking).  In  the  first  class  were 
the  pipe,  the  trumpet  in  seyeral  yarieties,  and  the  organ ;  in  the  second  the 
harp,  the  psaltery  (idso  called  lute  and  yiolj,  the  dulcimer,  and  some  thought 
the  sackbut  (otherwise  supposed  to  be  a  wind  instrument) ;  and  in  the  third 
the  timbrel  and  the  cymbal,  with  some  subordinate  yarieties.  Haying  com- 
pared these  with  the  analogous  instruments  of  modem  times,  the  lecturer 
passed  to  the  historical  branch  of  his  subject.  Moses  was  **  leamed  in  all  the 
wisdom  of  the  Egyptians,"  and  that  wisdom  consisted  chiefly  in  medicine  and 
music.  He  it  was  who  led  the  triumphant  song  after  the  passage  of  the  Red 
Sea  (Ex.  xy.),  on  which  the  lecturer  dwelt  as  opening  up  a  yiew  of  the  high 
cultiyation  of  music  among  the  Hebrews  of  that  day.  Miriam  and  the  women 
with  timbrels  indicated  that  that  instroment  was  chiefly  used  by  women  to  giye 
expression  to  joy.  The  next  era  was  that  of  Samuel,  under  whom  music  was 
made  a  chief  branch  of  instruction  in  the  schools  of  the  prophets.  Then  were 
formed  bands  combining  four  Instruments — ^psaltery,  tabret,  pipe,  and  harp. 
The  age  of  Dayid  and  Solomon  was  next  noticed.  Dayid's  lesser  and  larger 
bands  sustained  the  Tabemade  service  of  praise  without  cessation ;  and  on  great 
occasions,  such  as  the  three  feasts,  no  less  than  4000  took  part.  £yen  in  the 
times  of  decadence,  under  Nehemiidi,  Jerusalem  was  still  a  centre  of  song. 
Coming  to  New  Testament  times,  the  lecturer  dwelt  on  the  notices  of  musical 
instruments  by  our  Sayiour,  and  by  St.  Paid,  and  St.  John,  and  concluded  by 
urging  the  duty  of  consecrating  the  gift  of  music  to  the  praise  of  God.  Much 
additional  interest  was  giyen  to  the  proceedings  by  the  peribrmance  on  the  harp 
of  some  of  the  most  ancient  Hebrew  melodies,  the  character  of  which  strikingly 
confirmed  Mr.  Ghurton's  remarks  on  the  high  talent  for  music  among  tha 
Jewish  people.    We  may  add  that  the  chiur  was  appropriately  occupied  by 
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Mr.  John  Hullah,  to  whom,  as  well  as  to  the  lecturer,  a  vote  of  thanks  was 
passed  at  the  close. 

Scripture  Chronology. — At  the  Astronomical  Society,  April  8,  Dr.  William 
Stroud,  in  two  letters  to  Dr.  Lee,  drew  attention  to  two  lunar  eclipses  which  he 
imagines  to  he  important  as  helping  **  to  dispel  some  doubts  and  difficulties 
which  still  beset  the  chronology  of  the  Christian  era."  The  first  of  these  he 
supposes  to  have  happened  at  the  autumnal  equinox  of  the  year  b.o.  5,  and  the 
latter  in  the  year  a.d.  30,  at  the  Paschal  full  moon  corresponding  to  the  time 
of  the  crucifixion  of  our  Saviour.  With  regard  to  the  first  of  these,  it  appears 
that  there  were  two  lunar  eclipses  in  each  of  the  years  b.c.  4  and  b.c.  5,  one  at 
the  Temal  and  the  other  at  the  autumnal  equinox ;  and  they  are  therefore  of 
little  use  in  fixing,  in  connexion  with  the  well-known  passage  of  Josephus,  the 
date  of  Herod's  last  illness.  With  regard  to  the  eclipse  of  a.d.  30,  its  connexion 
with  the  date  of  the  crucifixion  appears  to  rest  only  on  the  fiffurative  expressions 
quoted  by  St.  Peter  from  the  propnet  Joel :  *^  The  sun  shall  be  turned  into  dark- 
ness and  the  moon  into  blood  before  .  .  ."  As  the  purely  astronomical  portion 
of  such  speculations  may  rightly  be  considered  to  fall  within  the  provmce  of 
this  Society,  perhaps  some  Fellow  assessing  the  leisure  and  requisite  means, 
will  oblige  Dr.  Stroud  by  undertalung  an  accurate  computation  of  the  eclipses 
in  the  aJwYc-mentioned  years,  with  the  data  of  the  best  modem  tables. 

.Egyptian  Towns, — At  the  Suro-Egyptian  Society  on  April  14,  Mr.  Sharpe 
read  a  paper  "  On  the  Names  or  some  of  the  Egyptian  Towns  mentioned  in  the 
Bible."  He  began  by  comparing  the  Roman  road-book,  called  the  Itinerary  of 
Antonintu,  with  the  route  of  the  Israelites  under  Moses,  described  in  the  books 
of  Exodus  and  Numbers.  He  shewed  that  Rameses  was  Heliopolis,  both  so 
Called  from  the  sun ;  that  Succoth  was  ScensB,  both  meaning  the  tents ;  that 
Thoum  was  Etham,  Hthom,  and  the  Patumos  of  Herodotus ;  and  that  Hahi- 
roth  was  HeroopoUs,  which  gave  its  name  to  the  Bay  of  Heroopolis  or  Pi  Hahi- 
roth.  He  then  shewed  that  Onion,  the  city  in  which  the  Jews  had  a  temple  in 
the  time  of  the  Ptolemies,  and  the  capital  of  the  Nome,  or  district  of  Heliopolis, 
was  the  Yicus  JudsBorum  of  the  Itinerary ;  and  that  there  had  been  an  older 
Jewish  temple  there  in  the  time  of  Jeremiah,  and  that  it  was  in  consequence  of 
the  dislike  borne  by  the  priests  of  Jenisalem  to  the  temple-worship  in  Egypt 
that  Ezekiel  calls  Onion  the  city  of  Aven  or  ^^  Vanity ;"  and  that  Isaiah  meant 
the  same  city  when  he  says  that  there  was  an  altar  to  the  Lord  in  Eg^t  in 
the  Citj  of  Destruction.  Mr.  Sharpe  then  argued  that  it  was  a  marked  aun  of 
the  writers  of  the  Septuagint  to  remoYC  from  their  city  of  Onion  this  reproach 
cast  upon  it  by  the  two  great  prophets ;  that  they  changed  the  words  of  Isaiah 
in  their  translation,  and  made  him  declare  that  the  Egyptian  city  in  which  the 
altar  stood  was  the  City  of  Righteousness,  and  that  in  Ezekiel  they  explain  the 
Oty  of  Aven  or  "  Vanity"  to  mean  Heliopolis,  not  Onion,  as  Mr.  Sharpe  thought 
it  meant.  And  as  Aven  and  On  were  evidently  the  same  city  difienng  in  the 
Hebrew  by  only  a  single  letter,  they  inserted  a  sentence  in  the  first  chapter  of 
Exodus  to  say  that  On  was  Heliopolis.  This  opinion  of  the  Greek  translators 
Mr.  Sharpe  thought  was  fully  disproved  by  comparing  together,  as  above,  Clau- 
dius Ptolemy,  the  Roman  Itinerary,  and  the  Hebrew  Pentateuch,  from  which 
he  had  before  shewn  that  Rameses  was  Heliopolis,  and  from  which  we  might 
argue  that  On,  the  city  in  which  Joseph  dwelt,  was  Onion. 

Assyrian  Inscriptions. — At  the  Boyal  Asiatic  Society  on  March  21,  a  sealed 
packet  was  laid  on  the  table  from  Henry  Fox  Talbot,  Esq.,  containing  a  trans- 
lation of  the  inscription  on  the  large  cylinder  of  Tiglath  Pileser  the  First,  in 
the  British  Museum, — a  cony  of  which,  prepared  b^  Sir  Henry  Rawlinson,  had 
been  fcunished  to  him  by  tne  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum,  with  the  con- 
currence of  that  ffentleman.  Sir  Henry  Rawlinson,  as  it  was  well  known,  was 
preparing  for  publication  translations  of  all  the  more  important  inscriptions  from 
Nineveh  and  Babylon ;  and  the  object  of  Mr.  Talbot's  version  now  sent  was, 
that  those  persons  who  doubted  the  reality  of  the  decipherment  of  these  ancient 
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monuments  might  be  famished  with  two  versions  of  the  same  inscription,  made 
in  entire  independence  of  each  other.  Mr.  Talbot  observed,  that  '*  all  candid 
inquirers  must  acknowledge  that,  if  any  special  agreement  should  appear 
between  such  independent  versions,  it  must  indicate  that  they  have  tmtn  for 
their  basis."  For  this  purpose,  it  was  important  that  the  seals  should  not  be 
broken  until  Sir  Henry  Bawlinson's  translation  was  published.  The  Secretary 
engaged  to  keep  the  sealed  packet  in  safe  custody  for  this  desirable  object. 
Dr.  Julius  Oppert,  who  exhibited  to  the  Society  some  specimens  of  the  publica- 
tion he  is  preparing  in  France,  illustrative  of  the  French  researches  in  Baby- 
lonia, stated  that  he  was  now  engaeed  upon  the  cylinder  of  Tiglath  Pileser,  and 
requested  that  he  might  be  allowed  to  deposit  his  version,  when  completed,  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Society,  for  the  object  of  more  fuHy  carrying  out  the  views 
of  Mr.  Talbot,  by  affording  three  independent  versions  of  the  same  document. 
This  was  assented  to. 

The  Aihenasum  has  since  given  the  following  account  of  this  experiment : — 
A  literary  inquest  was  held  on  Wednesdav,  the  20th  inst.,  which  can  hardly 
fail  to  be  of  interest  to  the  readers  of  the  AliienoBum,  Those  who  have  followed 
the  Cuneiform  decipherment  from  the  first  glimmerings  of  light  afforded  by 
Grotefend  to  the  brilliant  discoveries  of  late  years,  which  have  in  so  many 
instances  been  first  communicated  through  our  pages  to  the  world,  have  never 
questioned  the  soundness  of  the  system  of  interpretation  pursued  nor  the  value 
of  the  results  obtained.  They  nave  seen  the  field  of  induction  gradually 
enlarged;  they  have  seen  difficulties  yielding  step  by  step  to  patient  and  labo- 
rious research,  each  successive  stage  of  the  inquiry  confirming  previous  results, 
and  they  have  been  thus  led  to  regard  the  present  aspect  of  the  question  as  the 
legitimate  and  successful  issue  of  a  continuous  and  correct  analysis.  But  the 
public  at  large  have  not  enjoved  such  oj>portunities  of  forming  an  opinion. 
They  have  been  content  to  look  on  with  mcredulous  wonder,  and  when  they 
have  found  Assyrian  or  Chaldean  records  at  variance  with  their  own  precon- 
ceived historical  views,  they  have  too  often  taken  refuge  in  absolute  disbelief. 
In  fact,  at  the  present  day  the  French  Academy,  the  first  critical  tribunal  in 
the  world,  ignores  the  whole  question  of  Cuneiform  decii>herment,  and  treats  the 
so-called  translations  from  the  Assjrrian  as  pure  empiricism. 

A  suggestion  accordinfflv  was  recently  made  that  the  skill  and  good  fsdth  of 
Assyrian  decipherers  shoula  be  subjected,  to  a  sort  of  eocfferimentum  cruda;  and 
the  suggestion  has  been  now  carried  out  in  a  manner  which,  so  far  at  any  rate 
as  the  British  public  are  concerned,  ought  to  set  the  question  definitivelvat  rest. 
From  amongst  the  Cuneiform  records,  which  are  being  edited  and  published  by 
Sir  Henry  Rawlinson  at  the  expense  of  the  Government,  a  long  inscription  of 
nearlv  1000  lines  was  selected  for  trial.  This  inscription  had  the  advantage,  in 
the  first  place,  of  being  perfect  throughout.  It  farther  treated  of  a  great 
variety  of  matters,  embracing  indeed  almost  every  subject  of  either  pubhc  or 
private  interest  relating  to  the  King  Tiglath  Pileser  I.  (about  b.c.  1200),  to 
whom  it  belonged;  and  it  was  calciuated  to  tax  to  the  utmost  the  powers  of 
independent  decipherers.  Three  of  the  lithographed  copies  were  accordingly 
l^aced  in  the  hands  respectively  of  Sir  Henrv  Kawlinson,  in  London ;  of  Dr. 
Hincks,  in  Ireland ;  and  of  Mr.  Fox  Talbot,  oi  Lacock  Abbey ;  and  the  gentle- 
jnen  were  invited  to  send  in  their  translations  by  a  certain  day,  each  under  a 
sealed  envelope,  which  should  be  opened  by  a  committee  in  London,  named  for 
the  purpose.  Dr.  Oppert,  of  Paris,  also,  who  has  made  some  progress  in  the 
study  of  the  inscriptions,  was  admitted  subsequently,  at  his  own  request,  to 
join  m  the  trial.  A  jury  was  then  impanelled  of  scholars,  whose  names  it  was 
thought  would  command  general  respect.  The  Dean  of  St.  Paul's  consented  to 
act  as  chairman ;  and  the  committee  was  to  be  formed  of  Dr.  Whewell,  Mr.  Grote, 
the  Kev,  Mr.  Cureton,  Sir  Gardner  Wilkinson,  and  Prof.  H.  H.  Wilson.  Their 
functions  were  to  open  the  envelopes  on  an  appointed  day,  and  to  compare  the 
translations  with  each  other — not  with  a  view,  however,  of  testing  or  deciding 
on  the  merits  of  the  respective  translations,  which,  as  a  mere  Question  of  indi- 
vidual skill,  was  of  subordinate  interest,  but  in  order  to  satisfy  themselves  of 
the  agpreement,  or  otherwise,  of  the  independent  versions,  and  to  be  thus  in  a 
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position  to  give  a  critical  opinion  on  the  validity  of  the  sygtem  of  interpretation. 
If  the  translations  were  altogether  discrepant,  it  wonid  be  erident  that  the 
decipherers  mnst  employ  different  methods  of  interpretation,  and  that  one  only 
of  such  methods  could  be  right.  In  fact,  the  experiment  would  show  that  the 
decipherment  had  broken  down,  and  that  no  confidence  was  to  be  placed  in  the 
translations :  whereas,  if  the  results  were  identical,  or  nearly  identical,  there 
would  be  the  strongest  reason  for  belieying  in  the  correctness  of  the  system  of 
interpretation  and  in  the  truth  of  the  translations,  because  it  would  be  against 
all  calculation  that  three  or  four  independent  inquirers  could  possibly  read  and 
understand  a  lon^  inscription  of  1000  lines  in  the  same  way,  unless  they  were 
working  in  the  right  path.  Error,  in  fact,  is  manifold,  but  truth  is  single,  and 
in  this  case  it  was  held  that  if  the  versions  were  coincident  they  must  be  true, 
and  that  the  system  from  which  they  emanated  must  be  true  iJso. 

The  inquest,  as  we  have  above  called  it,  was  held  on  Wednesday,  at  the 
rooms  of  the  Royal  Asiatic  Society,  in  New  Burlington  Street.  Dean  Milman 
presided,  and  Dr.  Whewell,  Mr.  Grote,  and  Sir  Gardner  Wilkinson  were  in 
attendance,— but  Mr.  Gureton  and  Prof.  Wilson  were  unavoidably  absent.  The 
sealed  envelopes  were  opened,  and  the  four  versions  were  examined  and  com- 
pared, the  result  being,  as  we  are  informed,  that  the  translations  of  Sir  Henry 
Kawlmson,  of  Dr.  Hincks  and  of  Mr.  Fox  Talbot  were  found  to  be  identical  in 
sense,  and  very  generally  in  words  also,  whilst  it  appeared  to  be  merely  owing 
to  Dr.  Oppert's  very  imperfect  acquaintance  with  the  English  language  that  a 
difficulty  was  found  in  bringing  his  version  iato  unison  with  the  others.  It 
may  be  as  well  to  state  at  the  same  time  that  Sir  Henr^  Rawlinson's  was  the 
only  version  which  proceeded  continuously  from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the 
inscription,  encountering  all  difficulties  and  giving  the  meaning,  if  not  the 
literal  rendering  of  every  sentence  of  the  whole  fifty-five  long  paragraphs. 
Dr.  Hincks's  envelope  merely  contained  specimen  translations  of  different  por- 
tions of  the  inscription,  want  of  time  having  prevented  him  from  completing 
the  whole,  while  Mr.  Fox  Talbot's  version  discreetly  left  the  obscure  passages 
blank.  It  should  be  added  that  transliterations  in  the  Roman  character  accom- 
panied the  translations,  so  that  any  scholar  tolerably  versed  in  the  Semitic 
tongues,  but  without  any  acquaintance  with  the  Cuneiform  character,  might 
himself  judge  of  the  correctness  of  the  translations  by  a  mere  examination  of 
the  text. 

The  Committee  have  not  yet  given  in  their  verdict,  nor,  we  understand,  are 
they  at  present  entirely  agpreed  as  to  the  terms  in  which  it  should  be  drawn  up ; 
but  of  the  fact  of  the  general,  if  not  the  exact,  coincidence  of  the  three  in^- 
pendent  versions  of  the  inscription,  they  are,  we  believe,  thoroughly  satisfied* 

The  Annual  Report  of  the  Asiatic  Society  thus  refers  to  this  subject. — In 
connexion  with  Assyrian  research,  the  Report  alluded  to  a  recent  examination, 
at  the  Society's  House,  by  a  Committee  appointed  for  the  purpose,  of  four  sepa- 
rate and  independent  translations  of  an  inscription  of  Tifflath  Pileser  the  First, 
made  for  the  purpose  of  testing  the  validitjr  of  the  basis  of  interpretation 
adopted  by  Cuneiform  scholars,  doubts  of  which  had  been  expressed  in  some 
literary  circles.  The  Committee  had  not  been  able,  in  the  few  days  since  their 
examination,  to  prepare  a  report  of  their  judgment  on  the  matter;  but  the 
learned  President,  who  had  gone  cursorily  through  the  several  versions,  gave  it 
as  his  opinion  that  there  was  agreement  enough  between  them  to  prove  that 
the  investigation  was  proceeding  on  a  real  basis ;  though  the  occasional  diverg- 
ence was  sufficient  to  shew  that  a  good  deal  remained  to  be  done  before  it  would 
be  possible  to  put  full  confidence  in  the  scientific  accuracy  of  everything  which 
fthcmld  be  produced. 

The  fouowing  letter  has  been  sent  to  us  as  explanatory  of  the  part  taken 
by  I^.  Hincks  in  this  inquest : — 

*'  Killyleiffh,  June  13,  1857. 

"  My  dear  Sir, — It  just  occurs  to  me,  that  The  JoumM  of  Sacred  Literature 
will  soon  be  published.  It  will  probably*  contain  among  the  articles  of  intelli- 
gence, something  in  reference  to  *  the  Literary  Inquest,'  recently  held  on  four 
translations  from  the  Assyrian.    In  the  article  on  this  subject  which  first 
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appeared  in  the  Athenagumy  there  is  a  serious  error,  which  you  wotild  much 
oblige  me  by  correcting.  The  sending  of  a  copy  of  the  Tiglath  Pileser  in- 
Boription  to  me  is  spoken  of  as  having  taken  place  at  the  same  time  with  the 
sending  one  to  Mr.  Fox  Talbot.  The  truth  is,  however,  that  no  copy  was  sent 
to  me  until  the  other  three  translations  had  been  given  in,  namely,  m  the  latter 
end  of  April ;  and  it  was  desired  that  the  translations  should  1>e  given  in  so 
that  tiie  examination  of  them  might  take  place  in  sufficient  time  before  the 
anniversary  meeting  on  the  23rd  May,  to  be  then  reported  on.  My  translation 
had  to  be  sent  from  this  on  the  14th  May.  I  had  httle  more  than  a  fortnight 
allowed  me ;  while  a  translation  of  so  much  matter  could  not  be  properly  made 
in  less  than  two  months.  I  gave  in  a  hastily  made  translation  of  about  half  the 
inscription ;  selectinff  those  parts  which  I  believed  to  be  of  most  importance. 
This  was  quite  sufficient  for  the  object  for  which  the  translations  were  asked ; 
to  estabHsh  the  soundness  of  the  general  system  on  which  they  were  idl  based ; 
but  there  would  be  an  obvious  unfairness  towards  me  if  this  fact  should  be  kept 
out  of  sight,  and  yet  the  translations  should  be  put  forward  as  tests  of  the 
skill  or  Imowledge  of  the  different  translators.  I  remain,  my  dear  Sir,  yours 
very  truly, 

"  Rev.  Dr.  Burgess."  "  Edwabd  Hikcks. 

At  the  Roval  Society  of  Literature,  April  1,  M.  Oppert,  late  one  of  the  French 
Commission  for  excavating  in  Babylonia,  read  a  translation  he  had  made  of  the 
inscription  on  one  of  the  cylinders  discovered  by  Sir  H.  Rawlinson  in  the  Birs-i- 
Nimrud,  in  which  he  considers  he  has  discovered  notices  of  the  Deluge  and 
of  the  Confusion  of  Tongues, — and  therefore  determines  that  this  monument 
actually  occupies  the  site  of  the  Tower  of  Babel.  M.  Oppert  also  laid  before 
the  Society  some  very  excellent  maps  he  has  prepared  on  tne  spot,  in  illustration 
of  the  topography  of  Babylon,  which  the  French  Government  are  about  to 
publish. 

Nineveh  Jnscriptwna, — The  following  extract  from  the  Ehorsabad  Inscriptions 
will,  I  am  sure,  find  a  response  in  some  of  your  learned  readers  who  have  leisure 
to  make  the  necessary  astronomical  calculations,  to  verify  the  important  chrono- 
logicaJ  data  these  valuable  inscriptions  are  supplying  us  with : — ^*  The  destruc- 
tion of  the  Cit^  of  L-ka  took  place  when  the  rlanet  Venus  eclipsed  the  star 
Al-debam,  which  is  in  the  constellation  Al-debar.  Al-debar  is  opposite  the  six 
stars,  and  near  the  Flying  Horse.  This  was  fifty-four  years  from  the  Sun's 
entry  into  Shor  (the  Biill.)"  The  city  referred  to  is  L-ka,  on  the  Tigris,  the  first 
eastern  Semite  colony,  uow  known  as  Nimroud ;  and  the  date  is  thus  precisely 
given,  as  it  refers  to  the  periplus  of  Noah — the  flood  of  the  Sacred  Scriptures. 
If  such  an  occultation  did  take  place  2420  b.c.,  as  stated,  it  for  ever  places  the 
chronology  beyond  the  reach  of  the  old  sliding-scale  of  the  chronographers,  as 
they  severally  followed  the  Septuagint  or  Hebrew  numbers. 

H.  A.  Obmsbt. 

Weston-super-Mare,  Feb.  21. — AthencBum. 

The  last  report  of  the  Asiatic  Society  detailed  the  progress  made  up  to  the 
present  time  in  the  printine  of  the  Assyrian  and  Babylonian  inscriptions  from 
monuments  in  the  British  Museum,  under  the  supermtendence  of  Sir  Heniy 
Rawlinson.  The  annals  of  Sennacherib  and  of  Tiglath  Pileser  the  First,  the 
historical  tablets  of  Sardanapalus,  the  monument  of  Shamas  Phul,  various  short 
legends  of  the  Biblical  Pul,  the  Nebbi  Yunus  inscription  of  Sennacherib,  and 
some  others,  were  all  traced  and  several  of  them  had  been  printed  off.  It  was 
announced  that  the  transliteration  of  these  documents  in  Roman  characters,  wiUi 
interlineary  translations,  by  Sir  Henry  Rawlinson,  would  be  printed  at  Sir 
Henry's  cost,  and  that  a  freer  version  of  the  same  would  form  a  portion  of  the 
Society's  Journal^  to  be  printed  at  the  expense  of  the  Society, — ^the  expectation 
of  pecuniary  assistance  from  Government  for  this  purpose  not  having  been 
realized. 
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The  Drusek  of  Mount  Ze^nora.-— At  the  Ethnological  Society,  April  15th,  Mr. 
A.  Amenny  read  a  paper  *  On  the  Druses  of  Mount  Lebanon/  Mr.  Ameuny, 
who  is  a  native  of  Beirut,  in  Syria,  described  how  when  a  boy  he  was  carried 
by  his  mother  into  the  Druse  country  to  visit  an  aunt  who  resided  there,  when: 
he  visited  also  a  princess  of  the  Druses,  the  mother  of  their  present  chief. 
This  visit,  and  the  strange  reports  current  at  Beirut  with  regard  to  the  character, 
manner,  and  mysterious  religion  of  the  people,  made  a  deep  impression  on  his 
mind,  and  the  desire  of  malung  himself  better  acquainted  especially  with  their 
reliffious  opinions  haunted  him  continually.  After  the  conquest  of  Syria  by 
Ibriuiim  Pasha  in  1831 ,  the  Christians  of  Syria  had  more  liberty,  and  Mr.  Ameuny 
had  opportunities  which  were  wanting  l>efore  of  intermixing  with  the  popula- 
tion ot  Lebanon,  which  was  further  facilitated  by  his  acquaintance  with  the 
American  missionaries.  Thus  during  five  years  he  was  in  constant  intercourse 
with  them,  passing  the  summers  with  them  in  the  mountains,  and  visited  in 
Beirut  by  their  chiefs  in  winter.  In  one  of  his  visits  to  the  mountains  in  1848, 
he  first  saw  one  of  the  books  of  the  Druse  religion,  but  did  not  obtain  possession 
of  it  then ;  but  in  the  following  year,  when  Ibrahim  invaded  the  country  of  the 
Druses,  he  obtained  several  of  their  books  firom  the  Egyptian  soldiers,  who  had 
carried  them  away  as  plunder.  These  he  read  and  studied  eagerly,  not  arrested 
by^  the  discovery  that,  so  jealous  are  this  singular  people  of  their  secrets,  that 
it  is  considered  one  of  their  most  sacred  duties  to  murder  any  one,  not  a  Druse, 
who  was  known  to  possess  or  to  have  read  their  books,  or  to  have  gained  any 
knowledge  of  their  mysteries ;  yet  he  found  that  their  most  secret  and  important 
inysteries  were  not  committed  to  writine  at  all,  and  he  came  at  last  to  the  con- 
viction, in  which  the  most  learned  of  uie  American  missionaries  shared,  that 
those  mysteries  are  never  likely  to  be  known  to  any  but  the  initiated,  who  are 
bound  by  the  most  solemn  and  terrible  enticements  not  to  disclose  them.  He 
found,  however,  that  a  distinguishing  article  of  their  religious  belief  was  an 
exaggerated  doctrine  of  predestination  and  fatalism ;  and  they  believe  tha^  no 
portion  of  mankind  wiU  be  saved  except  the  few  who  have  been  initiated  in  the 
mysteries  of  the  Druses.  He  ascertamed  further  that,  among  other  articles  of 
their  less  secret  doctrine,  they  hold  that  God  created  seven  species  of  creatures, 
who  have  inhabited  the  world  in  succession,  angels,  devils,  genii,  etc.,  and  lastly 
man.  God  took  upon  himself  the  body  of  Adam,  or  veifed  himsefr  with  the 
substance  of  Adam,  and  gave  through  him  a  revelation  for  the  benefit  of  man- 
kind;, he  did  so  at  different  times  afterwards  through  Noah,  Moses,  Christ, 
Mohamed,  and  Hakem,  the  latter  of  whom  they  regard  as  the  head  of  their  sect. 
God  created  all  the  souls  of  man  at  one  time,  and  whenever  a  person  dies  his 
soul  enters  the  body  of  an  infant ;  in  fact  they  believe  in  the  transmigration  of 
the  soul,  but  not  into  animals.  At  the  appearance  of  Hakem  the  fate  of  all 
these  souls  was  decided — ^those  who  believed  in  him  were  to  be  saved,  and  those 
who  did  not  believe  were  to  be  damned.  Mr.  Ameuny  gave  a  sketch  of  the 
history  of  the  Druses  since  the  time  of  Hakem,  and  then  proceeded  to  relate  a 
number  of  anecdotes,  many  of  them  amusing,  and  nearly  all  from  his  own 
personal  experience,  relating  to  their  manners  and  character.  He  described  the 
Druses  as  a  fine  race,  generally  tall,  robust,  broad-chested,  and  well  formed; 
their  complexion  rather  fair,  generally  with  dark  eyes  and  hair,  though  the 
occurrence  of  blue  eyes  is  not  unfrequent.  The  numoer  of  the  Druses  in  Syria 
is  about  100,000  people,  who  Uve  principally  in  Lebanon  and  Anti-Lebanon. 
They^are  divided  into  two  classes,  the  Achles  (ignorant)  and  the  Jatuls  (wise), 
or,  in  other  words,  the  uninitiated  and  the  initiated,  of  which  the  number  of  the 
latter  is  about  5000.  Women  may  be  initiated.  Their  maimer  of  life,  as  well  as 
their  food,  is  simple,  like  that  of  all  the  mountain  agriculturists  of  Syria.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  of  the  existence  among  them  of  the  habit  of  eating  raw  meat, 
which  has  extended  also  to  the  Christians  who  live  among  them,  and  in  which  Mr. 
Ameuny  himself  had  frequently  partaken.  As  soon  as  the  animal  is  killed,  and 
while  it  is  still  hot,  they  cut  a  shoe  of  the  meat  into  small  pieces,  then  dip  each 
into  salt  and  pepper,  roll  it  into  a  piece  of  bread,  and  eat  it.  The  Druses  are 
described  as  a  proud  and  extraordinary  brave  people,  and  as  possessing  a  spirit 
of  implacable  revenge  against  their  enemies,  or  against  any  who  have  offended 
VOL.  V. — NO.  X.  K    K 
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tbem.  Tbelr  sysfem  of  xsarrying  out  their  rereiitfe  is  li^tMt  sinviilAr.  If  a 
member  of  a  Dnue  family  has  boen  killed,  his  finends  generaBr  kill,  not  the 
man  ivho  committed  the  act,  but  the  he$t  man  of  the  famify  to  which  he  Monn. 
It  is  eren  commonly  reported  in  Syria  that  in  war,  when  they  hate  gained  a 
battle,  they  eat  the  hearts  and  drink  the  blood  of  their  cdaaghtered  enemies ;  bnt 
nothing  of  this  kind  had  oocnrred  within  Mr.  Am«nnY>B  personal  knowledge. 
The  lang^ge  of  the  Dmses  is  Ambio,  which  they  Spew  more  pnrely  than  any 
other  of  the  inhabitants  of  Syria. 

Internal  artOfMrnwii/t  of  Oky^t<ih98,^k%  the  Oxford  Architeettoral  Society 
recently,  Mr.  Parker  called  attention  to  the  triple  dirision  of  our  most  ancient 
chnrohes  into  nave.  Chancel,  and  presbytery,  and  beUeyed  that  the  reformers  in 
England  wished  to  restore  this  nioiMit  arrangement,  and  that  ahar-rails  were 
ordered  for  this  purpose.  Bereral  chttrches  were  instanced  which  retoSn  this 
arrangement.  After  fdrther  remarks  from  Mr.  lingard,  Mr.  Bennet,  Mr.  Low- 
der,  and  others,  the  subject  of  galleries  was  discussed;  and  it  was  agreed  that 
galleries  had  been  too  indiscriminately  condemned,  which  were  certainly  essen- 
tial j^arts  of  the  plan  of  ancient  churches^  and  in  many  cases  would  be  a  great 
addition  to  the  acoommodation  of  new  ones. 

ScU^  BunB  on  Good  Friday. — In  the  Mfuoo  Lapidario  of  the  Vatioany  on 
the  Christian  side  of  it,  and  not  fhr  from  the  door  leadinff  into  the  Ufacary,  there 
is  a  tablet  representfaig  in  a  rude  manner  the  miracle  of  the  fire  barley-loaTes. 
Eyery  yisitor  must  haye  seen  it,  for  it  has  been  there  for  years.  The  loayes  are 
round  like  cakes,  and  haye  a  cross  upon  them,  such  as  our  buns  bear  which  are 
broken  and  eaten  on  Good  Friday  moniing,  symbolical  of  the  sacrifice  of  the 
body  of  our  Lord.  Fiye  of  these  cakes,  explanatory  of  the  scene,  are  ranged 
beneath  an  arch-shaped  table  at  which  recline  flye  persons,  while  another,  with 
a  basket  full,  is  occupied  in  serying  them.  The  cakes  are  so  significant  of  the 
bread  of  life,  that  otie  might  idmost  regard  the  repast  as  intended  to  prefigure  the 
^sacrifice  that  was  to  follow,  and  the  institution  connected  with  it.  Haying  from 
the  earliest  period  of  memory  cherished  a  particular  regard  fbr  hot  cross-buns, 
and  all  th^  pleasing  associations,  it  was  a  source  of  gr^ifymtf  reflection  to  see 
my  old  fayourites  thus  brought  into  intimate  association  with  the  pious  thoughts 
of  the  primitiye  Christians,  imd  to  know  that  at  home  we  che^hed  an  ancient 
usage  on  Good  Friday,  which  the  more  Catholic  nations  of  Europe  no  longer 
observed.  But  alas  I  there  is  always  some  drawback  to  our  full  satisfaction  in 
this  world,— it  is,  probably,  as  wdl  that  there  should  be^^^and  knowledge  is 
ofteu  a  cruel  dissipator  of  fayourite  oonyictions  :-^my  faith  in  the  Chrutian 
biography  of  these  buns  has  recently  receiyed  a  yery  rude  shock.  It  would 
appear  that  they  haye  descended  to  us,  not  from  any  Popish  practice,  as  some 
pious  souls  aifirm,  but  from  one  which  was  actually  Psfans  and,  like  the  word 
which  we  use  to  signify  the  great  festiyal  of  the  dnuroh,  JSiaster,  to  a  paganism 
as  ancient  as  the  worship  of  AstaHey—ki  honour  of  whom,  about  the  time  of  the 
PassOyer,  our  (agaft  ancestors,  the  Saxons,  baked  and  offered  up  a  particular 
kuid  of  cake.  We  reid  in  Jeremiah  (yii.  18)  of  the  Israelitish  women  kneading 
their  dough  to  mUte  cakes  for  the  Queen  of  Heayen.  Dr.  Stukehr,  in  his 
MedaUic  Hktofy  of  Vd/^riM  CJaranuim,  remarks  that  they  were  **  assidnoiui  to 
knead  the  Easter  cakes  fbr  her  seirrioe."  Tlie  worship  of  a  Queen  of  Heayen 
under  some  significant  name  or  otlier  was  an  almost  uniyersal  practice,  and 
exists  Still  in  yarions  parts  of  the  globe.  She  is  usually  represeBted,  like  the 
Madonna,  bearing  her  son  in  her  Up,  or  like  Isis  with  the  mfrmt  Horbk.  We 
may  see  such  images  in  the  Louyre,  and  hi  the  great  Ethmgrwohfasal  Museum 
at  Copenhagen,  where  the  Queen  of  Heayen  of  the  Chinese,  Tienhom^  figures 
in  white  porcelain,  side  by  side  with  SdhHing-nm^  the  Holy  Mother.  Certain 
metaphysfeid  ideas  are  apt  to  flow  in  a  common  channel,  and  get  dothed  in  the 
same  sytnbolical  dress.  Hence  we  find  a  Queen  of  Heayen  no  less  hi  Mexioo 
than  in  China,  in  Egypt,  Greece,  Italy,  and  England;  and,  under  the  pagan 
title  of  a  Christian  festiyal,  preserye,  along  with  oar  buns,  the  memorial  of  her 
ancient  reign,    ttie  late  Rey.  George  Stanley  Fiber,  who  couU  cleariy  see  Noah's 
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ark  at  the  bottom  of  all  sacred  myateiJuBB,  and  trace  its  worship  in  the  eresoent 
moon,  aays,  that  theaaored  oakes  offered  to  her  Celestial  Mi^esty  were  called 
hou9  ^  from  i^i6iri)eing  formed,  with  two  Uttle  horns,  so  as  to  imitid»  the  mystic 
heifer,  which  i»as  at  once  the  STmbol  of  Isis,  the  earth,  the  ark,  and  the  hmar 
crescent."  They  were  made  of  honey  knoaded  with  fine  fl(»ur,  and  were  set 
ont  before  the  idol  on  a  table,  alike  in  Mexico  and  in  Egypt.  Bous^  coj^tinues 
Mr.  Faber,  "  in  one  of  its  oblique  cases,  is  hown,  or  (as  the  Latins  would  write 
it)  Jnm,  Hence  we  have  borrowed  our  English  word  hm;  and  from  t^  same 
paom  source  has  originated  the  old  P(^ish  custom,  which  we  still  retain,  of 
sefung  a  sort  of  consecrated  cakes,  named  &i4m,  on  Good  Friday.''  I  well 
remember  the  pious  honror  once  manifiested  by  some  worthy  Presbyterian  friends 
in  Edinburgh  on  hearing  that  I  ate  hot  cross-buns  on  Good  Friday :— "  Why," 
said  they,  ^'it  is  like  eating  meats  oflfered  unto  idols."  I  litUe  thought  then 
that  they  were  «o  near  the  laruth;  nor  did  they  .know  it  themselyes:  but  the 
motiye  sanctifies  the  means,  and  tibe  Ghristiaii  praotioe  is  none  the  worse  for 
haying  been  originally  pagan.-— H.  C.  B. 

The  Ckmaexion  between  the  EaiH/y  Hietory  of  Greeee  and  Auyria, — At  the 
B^al  Society  of  Litesatuxe,  May  20,  the  Bic^p  of  St.  Payid's  iread  a  paper 
*^  On  the  alleged  Connexion  between  the  early  Histoiyof  Greece  and  Aflsyna," 
in  which  he  examined,  at  considerable  lengfth,  the  system  for  connecting  the 
early  period  of  these  two  countries,  lately  put  foxth  by  Christus  yon  Jacob 
Kruger,  in  his  Qeichichte  der  Aseyrier  una  Iraaiier.  M.  KniKcr  belongs  to  a 
school  of  writers  who  maintain  that  an  intercourse  can  be  traced  between  Greece 
and  Asia,  through  authentic  records,  up  to  the  thirteenth  century  b.o.,  and  as 
Buch  has  dealt  rather  hardly  with  some  other  yery  eminent  scholars,  such  as 
K.  O.  MiiUer,  who  haye  had  the  misfortune  not  to  coincide  with  him  in  his 
views.  M.  Kruger  himself  imagines  he  oan  identify  Minutcheher,  the  hero  of 
Firdusi's  great  poem,  the  JSkdhrndnuA,  .with  the  founder  of  the  Assyrian  Empire, 
Sardaaapalns ;  and  belieyes. that  the  -story  of  Tantahis  describes  how  the  empire 
of  Sehn,  one  of  the  sons  of  F^dun,  comprehended  not  only  Asia  Minor,  but  also 
Greece  and  Italy,  which  he  thinks  were  held  in  feudEd  subjection  by  the 
Tantalidc  M.  Kruger  further  supposes  that  Ilium  was  built  by  the  Assyrians, 
and  that  the  assistance  they  gaye  to  their  colony  was  the.cauiie  of  the  long  dura- 
tion of  the  Trojan  War.  The  Bishop  of  St.  Payijd's  demonstrated  the  utter 
fallaciousness  of  both  these  yiews,  and  stated  that  nothing  could,  ..in  fact,  be 
more  foreign  to  FirdusPs  conception  of  the  eyents  he  relates,  than  any  combina- 
tion between  Jike  personages  ot  his  poem  and  those  of  the  heroic  ages  of  Greece. 
The  Bishop  of  St.  Dayld's  then  alluded  to  yarious  other  yiews  of  the  real  meaning 
of  Firdusi's  work,  which  haye  at  different  times  been  put  forth  by  different 
eminent  schohtfs,  such  as  Yon  Hammer-Furgstall,  the  Cheyalier  Bunsen,  and 
M.  Hang.  That  of  M.  Hang  he  considers  to  be,  on  the  whole,  the  most  satis- 
factory. The  scheme  of  the  Baron  yon  Hammer-Purgatall  is  so  far  peculiar 
from  the  reliance  he  has  placed  upon  the  history  of  Ctesias,  a  writer  whom  it 
has  not  been  usual  hitherto  to  cite  as  one  in  whose  chronologies  there  could  be 
much  faith.  Supposing,  howeyer,  that  M^^Kruger  is  conrect  in  his  chronological 
identifications,  it  does  not  follow  that  the  sonerstiucture  he  has  raised  upon  them 
can,  in  itself^  be  maiAtained.  Thus  M.  Kruger  may,  .perhaps,  satisfy  some 
students  that  Mini^bciheher  and  Sardanapalus  are.oniD  and  the  Q^me  person,  yet 
it  by  no  moms  follows  that  b^  this  disooyei^  any  new  Ueht  is  thrown  upon  the 
extent  of  the  Assyrian  Empire,  or  any  proof  .affoided  that  the  Assyrian  arms 
were  carried  to  the  yery  yerge  of  Western  Asia.  iAgaiPi  when  .M.  Krueer 
appeals  to  Greek  authorities,  it  may  be  n<^ticed,  as.unfayourable  to  his  condu- 
sions,  that  his  eyidence  appears  to  ktow  more  expUoit  just  in  proportion  as  it  is 
the  further  remoyed  from  the  period  to  which  it  relates.  Indeed,. aU  that  he  can 
really  allege  as  .to  the  supposed  political  connexion  between  Assyria  and  the 
states  to  the  north-west  of  Asia  Hmor,  is  the  y^  doubtful  testimony  of  Ctesias. 
What  is,  howeyer,  remarkable,  is  the  tftct  that  Homer  does  not  occur  among  M. 
Kruger's  Greek  authorities ;  no  doubt  for  the  obyious  reason,  that  though  the 
Iliad  does  mention  Pelops  as  the  ancestor  of  Agamemnon,  it  does  not  :giye  to  him 
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any  Asiatic  origin.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Bishop  of  St.  Dayid's  considers  that 
Pelops,  no  less  than  Tantalus  and  Niohe,  are  of  Asiatic  descent,  and  belong  to 
Mount  Sipylus ;  the  recent  researches  of  Mr.  J.  R.  Stennet  having  brought  to 
light  the  curious  &ct  that,  on  the  side  of  that  mountain,  there  still  sits  the 
**  Niobe  in  stone"  which  Achilles  described  to  Priam,  and  which  Paosanias 
tisited. 

TraMoeHoru  of  the  Royal  Society  of  IMtrtAwre,  Second  Series.  Vol.  Y. 
Part  III. — This  part  contains  the  following  papers : — On  certain  Dates  in 
Egyptian  Chronology,  calculated  by  M.  Biot.  By  Keginald  Stuart  Poole,  Esq. ; 
— On  some  Ancient  Assyrian  and  Eg^rptian  Witdptures  and  Inscriptions  in 
Turkey.  By  John  Hogg,  Escl,  M.  A..  F.R.S.,  &c. ; — On  the  Central  Group  of 
the  Panathenaic  Frieze.  By  W.  W.  Lloyd,  Es(^; — Observations  on  certain 
AUefforical  Representations  of  the  Ancients.  By  FiUppo  QargaUo  Grimaldi; — 
On  tne  Excavations  undertaken  at  the  Ruins  of  Susa^,  in  1851-2.  By  W.  Kennett 
Loftus ; — On  the  recent  Excavations  and  Discoveries  on  the  Aventine  Hill  in 
Rome.  By  Cardinal  Wiseman. — These  papers  are  accompanied  by  maps  and 
other  illustrative  engravings.  The  discoveries  at  Rome  were  made,  according 
to  Cardinal  Wiseman,  in  tiie  following  way.  **  About  last  October  (1855),  the 
religious  of  this  community  (of  Dominicans  located  on  the  Aventine)  undertook 
to  remodel  their  garden,  and  to  reduce  it  more  to  what  is  called  on  the  Continent, 
out  of  compliment  to  us,  an  English  ffarden.  As  I  have  said,  however,  the^ 
were  poor  m  the  extreme,  and,  therefore,  they  depended  on  the  labour  of  their 
own  hands,  and  could  not  afford  to  hire  workmen.  During  their  recreation 
hours  they  laboured  hard  and  cheerfully,  until  their  exertions  took  a  new  direc- 
tion ;  for  suddenly  and  unexpectedly,  m  digg^g,  they  broke  into  a  vault,  and 
from  gardeners  turned  the  |[Qod  religious  into  excavators."  Buildings  were  dis- 
covered which  were  houses  m  the  most  classical  times,  but  which  long  after  had 
been  turned  into  cisterns.  Part  of  the  work  thus  brought  to  the  light  of  day  is 
said  to  be  undoubtedly  of  the  age  of  Servius  Tullius.  Inscriptions,  columns, 
etc.,  etc.,  of  high  interest  are  among  the  ruins  thus  unexpectedly  disclosed. — 
ClelnMilL  JournM, 

Bare  Books  and  their  Prices. — Messrs.  Sotheby  and  Wilkinson  have  recently 
sold  the  following  rare  volumes. — A  first  edition  of  the  Genevan  Version,  of 
which  perfect  copies  are  rare,  sold  for  292.  lOs, ; — Henry  the  Eighth's  **  Institu- 
tion of  a  Christian  Man,''  122. ; — ^the  *'  Piymer  in  Englyshe  and  in  Laten"  (1538), 
ni. ; — ^the  *^  Prymer  of  Queen  EUzabeth,"  first  edition,  extremely  rare,  702. ; — 
"  Booke  of  Common  Prayer,"  with  the  Psalter  (1604),  ISO/.  Of  this  excessively 
rare  edition,  says  the  catalogue,  "there  is  a  copy  in  the  Bodleian  Library, 
another  at  Lambeth,  and  one  at  Cambridge ;  but  no  copy  exists  in  the  British 
Museum.  Two  copies  only  are  known  to  exist  in  private  coUections :  one  of 
these  is  in  the  collection  of  the  late  Mr.  Mendham,  who  stated  tiiat  he  expe- 
rienced more  difficulty  in  procuring  this  book  than  in  acquiring  any  book  of  the 
reigns  of  Edward  and  Elizabeth.  After  all  his  search,  he  met  with  a  copy  by 
accident;  this  was  some  twenty  years  ago.  The  late  Mr.  Pickering  was 
anxiously  searching  for  a  copy  for  many  years,  yet  he  did  not  succeed."— -BibUa 
Hebraica.  Manuscript  of  tne  thirteenth  century  on  vellum,  in  a  large  uncial 
letter;  702. — Boethius  de  Arithmeticlt.  Written  circa  900,  on  85  kaves  of 
vellum;  262.  10. — ^Cypriani  Epistol».  A  very  fine  manuscript  upon  vellum, 
written  in  the  earl^  part  of  the  twelfth  century,  on  96  leaves  of  vellum ;  292.  10s. 
— Dante,  La  Divina  Commedia.  Written  in  the  fourteenth  century  on  paper, 
and  containing  many  valuable  variations  from  the  usual  text,  tocmUng  some 
leaves ;  402. — Dante.  Written  in  the  fifteenth  century,  on  paper,  imperfeisl,  but 
containing  many  excellent  readings ;  302.  IQs. — Dante.  Manuscript  of  the  fif- 
teenth century,  partly  on  paper  and  partly  on  vellum,  which  appears  to  have 
served  for  some  earlier  work,  as  it  bears  evident  marks  of  having  been  under 
the  scratcher,  and  in  several  places  has  left  the  ancient  writing  visible^  522.  10s. 
— Dati,  La  Sphera.  By  an  Italian  scribe  of  the  fifteenth  century,  on  vellum, 
with  curious  paintings;  352. — Evangelia  Quatuor.    A  very  early  manuscript 
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written  in  Italy  in  the  ninth  or  tenth  century,  upon  vellum,  with  portraits  of 
the  Evangelists  and  floreated  capitals ;  70L — Evangelia  IV. ;  or  rather  a  Brevi- 
arium  of  most  exquisite  Otranto-Byzantine  calligraphy,  written  in  the  ninth  or 
early  part  of  the  tenth  century,  on  vellum,  and  prohably  the  only  specimen  in 
this  country ;  81Z. — Livii  Historiarum,  xxxi.  ad.  xl.,  37,  written  in  the  fifteenth 
centiuy,  on  vellum ;  38/.  10#. — Officiorum  Liber  cum  Calendario.  Manuscript  of 
the  sixteenth  century,  on  vellum,  with  24  large  paintings  and  above  70  small 
miniatures,  most  exquisitely  finished  by  a  flemish  artist  of  the  highest  skill. 
This  charming  volume  is  in  the  ancient  binding  of  Henry  YIII.,  rel^ked.  A 
manuscript  note  prefixed  states  it  to  have  belonged  to  that  monarch,  and  attri- 
butes the  paintings  to  Holbein  the  younger.  This  is,  however,  purely  the 
imagination  of  the  Italian  owner  in  1790,  as  the  binding  undoubtedly  has  been 
taken  from  some  work  which  belonged  to  our  Henry  VlII.  for  the  purpose  of 
rendering  the  ownership  probable.  The  auctioneers  very  wisely  gave  no  coun- 
tenance to  the  pious  fraud,  and  left  the  article  to  rely  on  its  own  merits  to  find 
its  fair  value ;  2402. — Officium  Beatso  Mariss  Yirginis.  Written  by  an  Italian 
scribe  in  the  early  part  of  the  sixteenth  century,  on  veUum,  and  adorned  with 
miniature  paintings.  It  appears  from  the  arms  to  have  been  executed  for  one 
of  the  Piccolomim  family ;  90/. — Tasso's  Aminta.  The  autograph  manuscript ; 
59/. — Dioscoridis  Opera  Grece.  Manuscript  of  the  twelfth  century,  on  vellum, 
with  numerous  pamtings  of  the  plants,  animals,  etc., — a  most  l>eautiful  speci- 
men of  Byzantine  calligraphy  and  art ;  590/. 

Bibliographic  Cy/nosities — Two  of  the  rarest  specimens  of  xylographic  or 
block  books,  cut  entirely  on  wood,  which  were  the  precursors  of  printing  by 
means  of  moveable  types,  have  recently  come  into  the  possession  of  Messrs. 
Boone,  12  New  Bond  Street.  Of  these,  the  first  in  jpoint  of  rarity  is  the  "  Liber 
Regum,"  or  Life  of  David,  pictorially  illustrated  with  two  woodcuts  on  a  page, 
with  descriptive  text  beneath,  and  extending  to  twenty  pages.  So  little  is 
known  of  this  work,  printed  about  the  year  1450,  that  it  escaped  Heinecken, 
who  specially  devoted  his  researches  to  the  history  of  early  prmting.  Brunet 
and  Dibdin  are  fdike  meagre  in  details, — ^in  fact,  but  one  other  copy  is  known  to 
exist,  and  that  is  in  the  Imperial  Library  at  Vienna.  The  other  is  known  as 
the  *^  Biblia  Pauperum,"  of  which  fac-similes  have  been  given.  The  copy  in 
Messrs.  Boone's  possession  corresponds  with  the  description  given  by  Heinecken 
as  being  of  the  first  impression,  a  copy  of  which  sold  at  Willet's  sale  for  250 
guineas. 

Catalogue  of  Dr.  Sprenger^a  Library  of  Oriental  Works. — Dr.  Sprenger  hav- 
ing spent  thirteen  years  m  the  East,  three  of  which  were  passed  at  Delhi,  as 
the  head  of  one  of  the  principal  native  colleges ;  two  in  catalo^ng  the  manur 
scripts  at  Lakhnan,  now  the  principal  seat  of  Oriental  lore  m  India ;  two  in 
travelling  through  Egypt,  Syria,  Mesopotamia,  Ir&k,  and  the  Islands  of  the 
Persian  Gulf;  and  the  rest  at  Calcutta,  where  he  held  the  office  of  Examiner  in 
Oriental  languages,  he  has  thus  had  the  amplest  opportunities  of  making  him- 
self acquainted  with  the  best  Oriental  works  still  existing  in  the  East,  and  has 
succeeded  in  collecting  a  valuable  and  well-assorted  library,  the  Catalo^e  of 
which  enumerates  1972  volumes,  245  belonging  to  the  departments  of  history 
and  geography ;  156  to  genealogy  and  biography ;  95  are  commentaries  on  the 
Kur&n ;  103  are  critical  works  and  collections  of  Hadls,  or  traditional  sayings ; 
172  relate  to  law  and  religion;  205  to  mysticism  and  ethics ;  155  are  dictionaries 
and  grammars ;  434  poetry,  and  the  rest  miscellaneous. 

Orammatical  Exegesis. — How  much  of  late  has  been  done  to  fix  the  principles 
and  philosophy  of  the  Greek  language !  About  the  time  our  admirable^  version 
was  given  to  the  world,  the  only  canon  which  the  highest  scholarship  could 
enunciate  respecting  the  article^  was  that  it  was  *^  loquacissime  gentis  flabellum.^' 
Scaliger  knew  nothing  more  about  it  than  this  mppant  utterance  betokened. 
It  is  needless  to  say  how  much  since  the  time  of  Middleton  has  been  done  to 
define  the  influence  of  this  important  vocable.    Nor  have  the  results  been 
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trilling.  ** nifl  ridifl  be  Ifte mgn mto  voa;  ye  sluill findo  babe  wnpt  in  swad- 
dUng  olothes  lying  in  a  manger/'  Lnke  iL  12,'-iiot  as  onr  yerrion  baa  it  "  a 
sign/'  **|A0  babe/'— *]a  langni^  pointing  to  an  appeal  wbioh  the  ansela  made, 
in  oonflnnation  <of  their  aeaertion  lespectmg  the  higlier  attributes  of  the  child  as 
the  Messiah,  to  the  singnlazity  of  the  positien  in  which  tiie  shepherds  woold 
find  him  when  they  v^ured  to  Bethlehem^ — a  confirmation  lost  to  ns  by  the 
randering,  "the  babe."  fibonld  the  prediction  that  a  babe  wonld  be  fonnd  so 
sinnUarfy  ciicnmstanced,  liold  {food,  the  inforance  woold  be  dear  to  the  shep- 
beids,  tliat  the  rest  of  the  angelic  annovneement  was  to  be  zeceiyed  implicitly 
as  true.  Of  that  most  difficult  passage,  QaL  iii  80,  ma  anther  affirms  that  there 
are  now  tOO  interpretations,  while  Jowett  extends  tiie  nomber  to  430.  How  manj 
of  these  most  now  qnietiy  be  consigned  to  oblivion  by  the  principle  to  whidi  it 
woold  seem  eyery  schoUor  assents  as  fixed,  that  the  article  here  determines  the 
phrase  employed  to  signify  not  the  mediator  of  wh«n  the  apostle  has  Jost  been 
speaking,  tmt  eyery  mediator  in  the  generic  idea  of  the  twm  1  Nor  can  we  do 
more  than  hint  that  eyidenee  in  fayoor  of  the  diyinity  <^  Christ  has  aoomed  firom 
jost  conceptions  of  the  power  of  the  article.  The  power  of  the  temies  has  been 
more  aocorately  illostrated  to  the  great  enhancement  of  the  sigpsifieance  and 
beaoty  of  Scriptore.  It  requires jbnt  a  simple  comparison  with  the  rendering  of 
our  yersion  to  feel  what  a  keener  point  «Bd  deeper  meaning  are  inliised  mto 
the  otterance  of  oof  Lord,  John  iii.  82,  when  rendend,  as  we  are  entitled  to 
do  by  grammatical  warrant,  "  Moses  hath  not  gxyen  yon  the  bread  ficom  heaven, 
but  m^  Father  is  giving  you  the  tme  bread  from  heaven."  Reference  to  the 
prepoiUionB  might  be  made  as  sostaining  the  same  condosiQn.  The  whole  force 
of  the  prayer  addressed  to  oar  Lord  by  uie  dying  thief  is  missed  by  the  render- 
ing **  into,"  instead  of  "  in  thy  Idngdom."  It  makes  the  "  coming  "  ardxndinate 
to  the  "  kingdom,"  whereas  the  ''  kingdom "  is  snbordinate  to  the  **  coming." 
The  varioos  partteles  of  the  Greek  langnage— words  small  seemingly,  and  y^ 
riveting  the  finks  of  many  a  sacred  argoment,  as  well  as  stiunping  a  special 
impress  on  the  substance  of  Bcriptnre,  supply  equal  evidence  of  uie  need  exist- 
ing for  the  grammatical  study  of  the  Word  of  God.  What  liveliness  and  clear- 
ness are  added  to  the  dialogue  in  Acts  xxi.  37,  88,  if  we  translate  correctly  o&k 
tfpa;  **  Canst  thou  speak  Greek?  art  thou  not  then,"  (not  "  art  not  thou,")  as  I 
supposed,  but  now  see  to  have  been  a  mistake,  **  that  Egyptian  ?"  etc. ;  a  trans- 
lation which,  besides  its  superior  acoonunr,  brings  out  more  effectually  the  em- 
phasis, which,  according  to  the  original,  is  due  to  ffb,  "  thou."  And,  lastly, 
we  might  appeal  to  what  has  been  done  with  a  view  to  illustrate  the  ^noiMm* 
of  Scripture.  A  strain  of  prophecy  is  found  in  the  teaching  of  our  Lord,  other- 
wise missed,  if  we  simply  notice  the  effect  of  the  two  woras  Kaip6s  and  xpoy<Asi 
as  he  employs  them,  and  one  of  the  capital  articles  of  our  faith  has  no  mean 
support  from  the  difference  between  Htfw  and  x^^« — •^^'^o'  9f  ^  Churdies, 
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